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This paper contributes to the scholarly work on grassroots housing movements in the 
United States. More specifically, I explore how Moms 4 Housing’s activism challenged urban 
displacement regimes and offered pathways towards the human right to housing. My analysis of 
their movement reveals that they utilized three principle strategies to articulate their movement 
and push the agenda for the right to housing: 1) the use of corruption narratives to confront the 
state and urban speculators, 2) the application of “motherhood” as a political identity and a 
rights-based framework to challenge the capitalist property regime, and 3) direct action to shift 
and reclaim dominant notions of personhood and property. Their movement to highlight the 
violence of Oakland’s speculative housing crisis is deeply rooted in long histories of colonial and 
racial capitalist dispossessions in the United States, as well as the racialized production of 
property and Blackness. Therefore, a serious consideration of Moms 4 Housing’s movement 
requires the development of substantive housing agendas and legal frameworks that 
fundamentally decouples property from the racist and market-driven financing of housing and 
mend from the legacies of colonization and dispossession by eliminating real estate speculation, 










  “Whose house?” “Moms house!” At 5 am on Tuesday, January 14, 2020, thirty armed 
deputies from the Alameda County Sheriff’s department and members of the SWAT team, 
equipped with a tank, AR-15 rifles, and a robot, descended upon a Wedgewood-owned property 
at 2928 Magnolia Street to arrest Tolani King, Misty Cross, and protestors Jesse Turner and 
Walter Baker on misdemeanor charges of resisting and obstructing police officers of their duties. 
Within an hour of this news, a text alert message mobilized more than two hundred supporters 
who assembled outside the home to protest the arrests.  
 For almost sixty days, two unhoused Black mothers—Sameerah Karim and Dominique 
Walker—had been occupying the vacant investor-owned home in West Oakland, California to 
find a safe home for their children and to highlight the violence of the city’s housing crisis. 
Calling themselves “Moms 4 Housing,” the organization claimed that vacant homes owned by 
urban real-estate speculators like Wedgewood were compounding the city’s housing and 
displacement woes. After being evicted from their own homes and facing housing insecurity over 
the years, the mothers and their children moved into the property to rally against real estate 
speculation, declaring that housing is a human right. Five days after Tolani, Misty, Jesse, and 
Walter were released from Santa Rita Jail, Wedgewood agreed to sell the home to Oakland 
Community Land Trust—a nonprofit that works to take properties off the speculative market and 
make them permanently affordable—a large rally was held celebrating the victory at Frank H. 
Ogawa/Oscar Grant Plaza in downtown Oakland. With donations raised from supporters of the 
movement, the land trust finalized the deal in May and the house now serves as a transitional 
house for other unhoused mothers. 
 
5 
The scenes that unraveled at 2928 Magnolia Street provoked a wide-range of reactions 
and responses across the nation—while some said the Moms deserved being arrested for 
trespassing on private property and threatened them with violence and the removal of their 
children, others viewed this battle as their own. This is because an alarming number of unhoused 
individuals and vacant homes have placed discussions around homelessness and gentrification on 
the front line of the city’s housing struggles. Alameda County’s annual 2019 Point-In-Time 
Count and Survey reported that an estimated 8,022 persons were unhoused; over half of this 
population were counted in Oakland alone. At a time when there are an estimated 5,898 vacant 
units available (Castaneda and Kendall 2020), Oakland’s Black population remains within the 
top three largest ethnic groups in the city, with seventy percent of unhoused people identifying as 
Black or African-American (Data USA 2019). 
 For these reasons, attempts to tell the story of gentrification and the impact of urban 
speculation in the city of Oakland is a pertinent and urgent one. Although narratives often 
portray Oakland’s gentrification as a recent phenomenon (one that stems from San Francisco’s 
tech booms), an understanding of Oakland’s current crisis must be done by seriously examining 
how the 2008 foreclosure crisis impacted thousands of residents, particularly African-Americans, 
in the city. What began as an over-inflated housing bubble led to numerous foreclosures that 
disproportionately affected Oakland’s communities of color and Black community. A report by 
PolicyLink in 2017 reveals that the city lost 34,000 residents between 2000 and 2010—a 24 
percent decline in Oakland’s Black population. Between 2007 and 2011, most of the 10,508 
homes that were foreclosed were concentrated in East and West Oakland, areas that were 
previously redlined and faced structural poverty that prohibited many communities of color from 
the wealth-building opportunities that benefited their White counterparts (King 2012; Self 2003). 
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Black and Latina women with deep roots in Oakland, for instance, were largely targeted by 
predatory mortgage lenders long excluded from homeownership with subprime loans, making 
them more vulnerable to the booms and busts of the housing market (Schafran 2018). While 
there are many push and pull factors that are attributed to the larger and ongoing narrative of 
African American displacement during this period, the decrease in Oakland’s Black population 
and the significant increase in east Contra Costa County and southern Solano County are seen as 
indicators of the gentrification-related foreclosure crisis (Richards 2018; Urban Displacement 
Project and California Housing Partnership 2018).  
As Black residents were severely and disproportionately impacted by the foreclosure 
crisis, the floodgates opened, unleashing new profit-making ventures for financial institutions, 
real estate industries, and investors to expand their dominance in Oakland. The fate of these 
foreclosed properties at county trustee sales auctions have reverted to bank-ownership, or real 
estate owned (REO) status when there are no bidders. Approximately one-third of the REO 
properties sold by their foreclosing beneficiary were still owned by a financial institution in 2011 
(King 2012). Conversely, real estate investors have aggressively participated in trustee auctions 
because they have the cash to purchase these properties at the highest bid. “Of all completed 
foreclosures in Oakland between 2007 and 2011, 42 percent were acquired by investors, either at 
trustees sales or through direct purchases from financial institutions. Investors acquired 45 
percent of the 5,923 REOs sold by banks, government sponsored enterprises, and government 
entities” (King 2012). The housing collapse created a lucrative profit-making opportunity for real 
estate investors to “flip homes” by snatching up foreclosed properties, putting them back on the 
rental market, and letting them sit vacant and appreciate in value until an advantageous sale is 
made. In these uncertain scenarios, many residents were not able to afford the market-rate 
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offerings of investors, resulting in shifts in housing tenure and neighborhood demographic 
composition. This process, known as “displacement financing,” can occur when banks lend to 
speculators purchasing foreclosed single-family homes (Stein, McElroy, and Leshne 2018, 5). 
Much of Oakland’s displacement issues have been financed by banking institutions such as First 
Republic, occurring in areas where redlining continues to impact these populations (Stein, 
McElroy, and Leshne 2018, 15-16).  
As these homes converted into rental housing at unprecedented rates,“Wall Street 
landlords” and the use of limited liability corporations (LLCs), or “shell companies,” pose 
serious concerns regarding their investment and their impact on the community. Not only have 
banks and investors fallen short of responsibly maintaining their properties, but the rise in non-
local investor ownership has simultaneously increased the renter population, making them more 
susceptible to fluctuations in the market (King 2012; Holder and Mock 2020). This increase in 
investor activity in the low-income flatland neighborhoods of Oakland are the same communities 
targeted by predatory lenders in the years preceding the foreclosure crisis (King 2012). This 
poses a significant threat for Oakland’s majority renter population who may come up against 
anonymous landlords (Graziani 2019, 8). In the event of a faceless landlord who raises the rent, 
the current tenants (who are likely low- or moderate-income people of color living in Oakland’s 
flatland neighborhoods) are evicted because they cannot afford the new rate. The impacts of 
investor-speculator activity, along with the spatial concentration of their investments in Oakland 
is shifting the landscape of housing and opportunity for the city’s most historically diverse 
neighborhoods.  
Because the foreclosure crisis signaled the larger trend toward “housing 
financialization”—pointing to the increased use of capital investment in housing as a means of 
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wealth accumulation and assets to be traded and sold on global financial markets—the growing 
role of housing as a vehicle for capital accumulation, rather than for residency, has been a 
problem in Oakland. As of December 2019, the U.S. Census estimated 5,898 vacant units are 
available, many of them located in the city’s flatlands (Castaneda and Kendall 2020). How many 
of these homes operated by faceless companies and Wall Street landlords sitting vacant in 
Oakland’s neighborhoods is relatively unknown. If these vacant homes are primarily owned by 
financial institutions and shell companies, this kind of lucrative behavior exacerbates the risk of 
displacement for renters, shifting the landscape of rental property ownership in areas where 
invisible corporations are now landlords of homes where they may be displaced due to a lack of 
sufficient renter protections like Just Cause for Eviction and strong rent controls (Kawamoto 
2020). 
Since the Dot-Com Boom, Oakland has been characterized as the new “urban frontier” 
(Amburg 2020; Smith 1996) for economic growth and residency while struggling to build 
affordable housing and recover from the devastating impacts of the foreclosure crisis. As the city 
anticipates further expansion of public infrastructure and job development in downtown 
Oakland, the city’s affordable housing production has not kept pace with the pace of economic 
activity and population growth, especially since the dissolution of its Redevelopment Agency in 
2011. In 2016, Oakland’s Housing Cabinet adopted the A Roadmap Towards Equity: Housing 
Solutions for Oakland, California as a framework for addressing Oakland’s housing affordability 
and displacement crisis. The city identified the need to produce and preserve at least 17,000 new 
homes by 2024 to protect Oakland’s unique economic character and racial diversity. As of 
March 2019, the city has allowed nonprofit and private housing developers to produce more than 
10,000 new homes and nearly 13,000 residents are covered by new tenant protections (Berton 
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2019). While it may look like the city’s housing goals are within reach, these numbers are mixed. 
In an analysis of Oakland’s impact fee, the SFist reports that no qualifying affordable housing 
unit has been brought to the market for the past three years, indicating that most of the units have 
been built for luxury or market-rate housing (Kokura 2019).  
Rising housing costs also exacerbate concerns about the city’s economic growth and 
uneven affordable housing production. Zillow’s (2021) housing report indicates that the city’s 
median home value from 2010 to 2020 has grown from approximately $376,000 to $776,000, a 
114 percent increase. At the same time, the majority of Oakland’s residents cannot afford to rent 
or purchase homes at the current prices in their neighborhoods (Rose and Lin 2015, 3). Although 
homeowners certainly experience hardship, the high population of renters in Oakland is 
particularly unsettling as they generally have fewer supports than homeowners and are more 
susceptible to the extreme fluctuations in the market and worsening economic conditions (Choi, 
Goodman, and Zhu 2020). An estimated 54 percent of Oakland’s majority renter population pay 
too much for housing, which means they are dedicating a third or more of their income towards 
housing (PolicyLink 2017). The majority of these cost-burdened renters live in the city’s 
flatlands, where many communities of color live (Figure 1 Appendix A). Ultimately, the high 
cost of housing for renters and homeowners squeezes household budgets, leaving less room to 
pay for food and crucial life necessities. 
These are the forces and dynamics that have sparked critical debates about how to 
stabilize Oakland’s housing crisis and protect its most diverse neighborhoods from displacement. 
Voters in the city of Oakland and Alameda County passed numerous housing measures, policies, 
and programs to protect renters (e.g., Just Cause ordinance, Measure JJ, Tenant Protection 
Ordinance). At the state level, the California Tenant Protection Act of 2019, known as Assembly 
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Bill 1482 (Chiu) provided a rent cap and Just Cause for Eviction ordinance (with some 
exceptions). Under this act, single-family homes and condominiums that are owned by corporate 
entities, real estate investment trusts, and limited liability companies are covered (Inglis and 
McElroy 2019, 4).  
Despite these efforts at the local and state level, Moms 4 Housing’s occupation of the 
investor-owned home demonstrated that there is still much more to be done to protect Oakland’s 
communities from the threats of homelessness and displacement. This is why an in-depth 
exploration of Moms 4 Housing is a theoretical and practical exercise in exploring the dominant 
rhetoric and philosophies that shape housing policies and direct action movements in Oakland 
and the community at large. Because their movement asks communities and municipalities to 
engage in ways that are accountable to those at risk of being dispossessed, the question I will be 
answering in my capstone is this: How did Moms 4 Housing challenge urban displacement 
regimes and offer pathways towards the human right to housing?    
To demonstrate and justify how I will answer my research question, my capstone is 
arranged in seven sections. In this section, I have introduced the problem that sets the conditions 
for Moms 4 Housing’s movement. Next, I engage four bodies of literature to summarize the 
scholarly and activist contexts that lay the groundwork for Moms 4 Housing’s resistance through 
direct action: 1) the conditions of gentrification, 2) market primacy and housing as an 
investment, 3) the production of Blackness and space, and 4) the right to the city. A review of 
these discussions is important because it outlines the conditions and factors that necessitated 
their activism, providing the context for how my research will fill in the gap in the academic 
literature. The third section of my capstone will cover the methods (e.g., oral histories, semi-
structured interviews, and archival research) which helps me to analyze how Moms 4 Housing 
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contested the neoliberal hegemony driving market-driven development in Oakland and presented 
avenues towards the human right to housing. In the fourth section, I will conduct an examination 
of the ways my identity, personal and professional investments, and cultural background 
influence my project and the collection and interpretation of data. Next, the community history 
section will provide the historical background relevant to my project. In my data analysis section, 
I draw upon various scholars and their work to interpret and explain the interviews and research I 
conducted on Moms 4 Housing. The final section of my capstone details my proposed 




 Because my capstone examines how Moms 4 Housing’s activism confronted urban 
speculation regimes and presented avenues toward the human right to housing, this literature 
review will trace the theoretical frameworks that discuss the specific conditions and hegemonic 
landscapes that necessitated their occupation of the Wedgewood Properties home on 2928 
Magnolia Street. Since Moms 4 Housing is an organization that represents a group of unhoused 
Black mothers, a study of their activism takes place against a backdrop of scholarly 
conversations that discuss the following: 1) the conditions of gentrification, 2) market primacy 
and housing as an investment, 3) the production of Blackness, property, and space, and 4) the 
right to the city. These four bodies of literature will serve as an analytical lens for understanding 
how their positionalities as unhoused, Black mothers situated their squatting actions as a strategic 




The conditions of gentrification  
A vast body of literature has emerged in which scholars have debated the particular 
dynamics that are embedded in metropolitan areas that have contributed to neighborhood change 
and transformation. One example of neighborhood change is gentrification—a specific kind of 
neighborhood development process that is distinct because of its displacement effects on local 
communities. Central to confronting the displacement and the differential effects gentrification 
has on disparate populations—who bears the burdens and who benefits of these changes—are 
questions about the role of public policies, capital investment, and ideologies. Because of this, 
many scholars have devoted volumes to analyzing the factors that contribute to these social 
transformations and the interventions and initiatives that result because of these changes. An 
overview of these academic discussions on gentrification and the conditions that cause it 
illustrate the economic and political contexts that the city of Oakland is embedded in, 
highlighting the specific challenges Moms 4 Housing faced. 
To articulate the means and methods of gentrification, supply side perspectives, capital 
investment, and capital accumulation are primary mechanisms driving this change. Marxist 
geographer Neil Smith is associated with production-side conceptions of gentrification with the 
launch of his widely-accepted “rent gap theory,” which describes the disparity between the 
land’s current value and the potential price of land under a “higher and better use” (Smith 1979, 
539). Profit-seeking developers, mortgage lenders, developers, and real estate investors actively 
seek out opportunities to capitalize on the disparity between low land values and the potential 
high land values that can be achieved. Poor, historically disinvested neighborhoods are where 
investors look to buy low and then rent or sell high. As these areas experience an influx of 
investment and redevelopment, new housing and commercial investments attract wealthier 
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residents and commercial tastes, causing a restructuring of housing tenure and neighborhood 
composition. Not only is gentrification a strategy of capital accumulation, it is an economic and 
social process that actively restructures urban space and shapes neighborhood change. 
Gentrification may be viewed as a global phenomenon that creates uneven 
transformations in the built environment. Once seen as a localized mechanism of revitalization 
and renovation in metropolitan cities, some see gentrification as a “global urban strategy” that 
functions as a mode of development and discipline under neoliberalized capitalism (Albet and 
Benach 2019; Atkinson and Bridge 2005). Pointing to the physical separation of town and 
country and the division between agricultural and industrial, scholars have understood the 
“geography of gentrification” (Lees 2012) as a global process that operates under forces of 
capitalism. This has created new spaces and markets for profit-building and monopolies, turning 
nature in its own image and interests (Smith 2010, 12). Thus, gentrification produces unequal 
geographical landscapes and environments across the world. 
While capital accumulation may be seen as the primary instrument in fueling 
gentrification, the role of local, state, and federal government may perpetuate these processes. 
Through carrying out land use management, public policy, and development agendas, 
government can be seen as part of the broader political economy that embodies the notion of the 
city as a “growth machine” (Logan and Molotch 1987, 51). By meeting the demands of capitalist 
development and large-scale private interest, scholars such as Ernesto Lopez-Morales argue that 
the state is the principal agent for creating gentrification. The process of gentrification points to 
state-led political conflicts that facilitate urban redevelopment agendas focused on restructuring 
the use value of land, natural resources, and access to mobility and public resources (López-
Morales 2015, 568). By demonstrating that gentrification is a fundamentally state-facilitated 
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effort that results in policy that structures and distributes risks and rewards across space, the 
conception that gentrification is an inherently economic phenomenon is a myopic one. 
Rather than explaining gentrification as a primary function of the state and capitalist 
economy, gentrification can demonstrate how neighborhoods have been conceptualized as sites 
of exploration, investment, and identity construction. Scholars such as William Lucy (2010) refer 
to the “back-to-the-city” movement that is characterized by the movement of residents to central 
cities and the reversal of (primarily) “White flight” to the suburbs, illustrating that material and 
consumption ideologies contribute a powerful role in transforming urban development models 
and housing agendas. The presence of restaurants, transit amenities, jobs, commercial, and 
performing arts venues that are typically located in older inner-city neighborhoods have become 
attractive areas for revitalization and reinvestment. These transit accessible, mixed-use districts 
increase their appeal as exurbs lose their appeal due to their older housing stock and lack of 
transit connections to employment and entertainment (Lucy 2010, 23). The shift “back-to-the-
city” is a reflection of how certain populations, especially the “creative class” of young 
professionals working in the arts, business management, law, high-tech, and finance sectors, are 
attracted to urban cores because of the abundant experiences and diverse opportunities that 
validate their identities as creative people (Florida 2002). In turn, these highly educated and high 
paid populations develop and reinforce creative centers where their material and ideological 
consumption trends influence planning regimes to radically structure the built environment and 
housing agendas to their needs.  
In general, scholarly studies on gentrification have largely been preoccupied with decline 
and revitalization, showing a clear concern about the role of government in facilitating the flows 
of public and private investment (and disinvestment), producing uneven landscapes and 
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neighborhood change. In addition, the literature demonstrates that cultural dynamics can go 
hand-in-hand with government development agendas, transforming spaces and places by creating 
new flows of people, economic value, and meanings of urbanism.  
 
Ideologies of market primacy and housing as an investment 
As shown in the previous body of literature, scholarly debates about the causes of 
gentrification—the movement of people, flows of capital and investment, and public policies as 
critical catalysts of community change—demonstrate that the conversations are vast. To fully 
understand Moms 4 Housing’s activism however, we need to investigate how the 
implementation of policies that create market-based housing finance models have dominated 
urban policy and housing agendas. When the Moms occupied the investor-owned home on 2928 
Magnolia Street, they proclaimed that urban speculators like Wedgewood Properties are 
contributing to gentrification and displacement, exacerbating unequal homeownership 
opportunities and social outcomes.  
The following paragraphs provide an appropriate context to examine their actions within 
the literature that examines how governments, financial institutions, and real estate industries 
contribute to the systemic inequalities that face those seeking access to homeownership and 
wealth-building opportunities. This section of the literature demonstrates concerns with the 
ideologies of market primacy and neoliberalism that drives the increased use of housing as an 
investment asset within a globalized financial market, noting the specific role of politics that 
actively produce and reinforce uneven housing outcomes in the built environment, profoundly 
affecting access to safe and adequate housing. 
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 Governments have played a key role in creating a housing market dominated by private 
interests and the real estate industry. In Race For Profit, Keeanga-Yamahtta Taylor (2019) 
coined the term, “predatory inclusion” to illustrate how the Federal Housing Administration 
bolstered new policies that allowed unregulated institutions and real estate industries to create an 
entirely new means of exploiting low-income, Black homeowners into the housing market. The 
passage of the Fair Housing Act of 1968 ushered in an era that encouraged real estate, bankers, 
and investors to profit off Black communities (especially Black women), marking the end of 
predatory exclusion practices such as redlining and a shift towards racial inclusion that provided 
lucrative business opportunities for the industry while ensuring they remained locked in the 
ghettos (Taylor 2019, 18). This public-private partnership thus impaired the federal 
government’s ability to regulate and enforce an industry that profited from racial discrimination, 
as they sold dilapidated homes to Black women who would be likely to slip into foreclosure and 
thus multiplying their profits. With the full backing of the federal government, market-based 
housing policies and urban agendas created a gold mine for real estate agents and mortgage 
lenders to capitalize on Black communities seeking wealth-building opportunities.   
An examination of the ideologies behind market primacy and city power is needed in 
order to understand why governments are attracted to, and dependent on private investment and 
the free market. Richard Schragger identifies two key features that account for the domination of 
the market in city power: (1) the city is dependent on private investment for its economic health 
and welfare (2) the city is engaged in a competition for private investment with other locations 
(Schragger 2017, 96). Since the range of possible city policies are those that can be shown to 
enhance its economic success, governments accommodate the private sector through capital and 
labor to remain economically dynamic. By structuring government on the model of a competitive 
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marketplace, policy choices aimed at uplifting the economy and social welfare of the community 
reside in the idea that real power resides in labor and capital markets. Thus, what ultimately 
governs the city are the financial, labor, and land markets that keep cities from exercising 
autonomy.   
The prioritization and protection of private investments in housing is a distinct 
characteristic of neoliberalism that limits and constrains the right to affordable and adequate 
housing for those who need it most. Racquel Rolnik describes how governments endorsed a 
range of neoliberal priorities to transform housing into an investment asset:  
In post-socialist countries, the US and most European countries, privatization of public 
housing complexes, drastic cuts in housing investments and funds, plus reductions in 
welfare programs and rent subsidies, were accompanied by deregulation of financial 
markets and a new urban strategy to permit the mobilization of domestic capital and 
recycling of international capital (Rolnik 2013, 1059). 
Rolnik makes it clear that the increased use of housing as an investment asset and 
commodity is central to the political and ideological strategies that uphold the dominance of 
neoliberalism. As public policymakers and governments abandon the conceptualization of 
housing as a social good, the state has moved towards urban strategies that create opportunities 
for speculative investments in real-estate markets, consequently favoring the creation and 
reproduction of inequitable housing outcomes.  
If neoliberal practices and ideologies have produced unequal housing opportunities that 
create a disparity between those who benefit from market processes and privatizations and those 
who do not, there may be moral underpinnings that ground these actions. Alluding to Antonio 
Gramsci’s “common sense,” David Harvey argues that neoliberalism rests upon the principles of 
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individualism, freedom, and personal responsibility, which favors those with the financial means, 
power, and connections to further conditions of inequality in society and space while 
accumulating capital. “The word ‘freedom’ resonates so widely within the common-sense 
understanding of Americans that it becomes ‘a button that elites can press to open the door to the 
masses’ to justify almost anything’” (Harvey 2007, 39). As the lucrative profit-making activities 
of real estate speculators and government housing agendas abandon housing as a public and 
social good, proponents of the neoliberal project could hardly justify their economic activities as 
a rational one.  
Critiques of the state’s protection of private property and land also require a serious 
exploration of how situated meanings are attached to corruption narratives. By investigating 
corruption talk amongst members of the state, residents, community members, and activists, 
Doshi and Ranganathan (2017) found that “[u]nderstandings of land grabs as a betrayal of the 
public’s interest further extend the meaning of corruption to denounce housing and economic 
dispossessions as immoral even if not always illegal.” Building upon Marx and Harvey’s notion 
of primitive accumulation and accumulation by dispossession, corruption talk played a critical 
role in mobilizing an ethical critique of state-facilitated land acquisitions for large real-estate and 
world-city development projects. Their analysis not only reveals how these discourses can 
challenge urbanist capitalist housing development; it can draw and maintain definitional 
boundaries around what is considered legal and illegal, and what is considered ethical and 
unethical. 
The literature reveals how government institutions have upheld the supremacy of market-
based urban agendas and neoliberal policies, which has ultimately shifted power towards private 
sector solutions to addressing concerns with housing. These dynamics and trends not only 
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highlight the scope of housing policy reform (with its ability to maintain the domination of 
private interests through policies of exclusion and inclusion), but reflects the inability of market-
based mechanisms of government to provide adequate and affordable housing for all 
communities, regardless of skin color, income, and identity.    
 
The production of Blackness, property, and space  
Scholars have long been concerned with the questions of race, space, place, and power—
noting the particular spatialities of Black life, oppression, resistance, and radical imagination. 
From analyses of property, private versus public space, land segregation, the scope of these 
conversations trace the disproportionate impacts borne by Black communities and Black 
resistance against racist property regimes. My account of the literature suggests that property and 
space are socially constructed, producing and reproducing uneven racialized meanings about 
citizenship and belonging across space and geographies. These thematic explorations and 
interventions lay the necessary groundwork to understand the ways in which Moms 4 Housing 
and their unique positionalities as unhoused Black mothers challenged real estate giant 
Wedgewood Properties in Oakland.  
The distinction between Whiteness and Blackness can be realized through the conception 
of property as a form of racialized ontology. In “Whiteness As Property,” Cheryl Harris states 
that the valorization of Whiteness in property has left a heavy impact and indelible legacy of 
oppression on Black communities today. Harris demonstrates this by showcasing how the 
distinction between White and Black was forged through distinguishing who could be enslaved 
and who could not. Since the beginning of chattel slavery in the colonial North America, the idea 
of Blackness was invented simultaneously with the conception of Black people as property to be 
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owned, thus legitimizing the social and economic oppression of Blacks. Possessing the most 
minimal amount of Black blood, according to the “one-drop” law, thwarted an individual from 
receiving the rights and benefits of citizenship—subject to domination and commodification 
(Harris 1993, 1712). Harris argues it was crucial to be White, as “White identity and Whiteness 
were sources of privilege and protection; their absence meant being the object of property” 
(Harris 1993, 1721). Because Whiteness is the basis of racialized privilege, Black claims to 
homeownership and property may challenge racial and ideological claims to power and 
belonging.  
The extraction of social and economic value from Black communities—a concept 
originally coined as “racial capitalism” by Cedric Robinson (2000)—is intertwined with the 
spatial processes of gentrification. Scholars like Brandi Summers have developed a useful 
framework for analyzing how race operates in the process of gentrification, analyzing ways in 
which Blackness is fetishized for capital accumulation and consumption. Her case study of 
Washington D.C.’s H Street commercial corridor (a historic district patronized by many Black 
locals) demonstrates that gentrification activates race through what she conceptualizes as “Black 
aesthetic emplacement.” She conceived this term to describe how Blackness is depoliticized and 
aestheticized to make racial markers consumable and valuable. Despite the fact that Washington 
D.C. was a predominantly Black city, Summers states that the city has become a place where 
Blackness “does not rely on the presence of Black people...reflecting the privilege of whiteness 
to take on Black space and profit off it” (Summers 2019, 3). Summer’s case study is evidence of 
how gentrification is dependent on Blackness to sell an authentic experience of diversity while 
fueling community displacement and restructuring of landscapes in service of capital. 
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The process of gentrification is exacerbated by the role of state institutions and private 
investors, who directly and indirectly shape the production of racialized meanings around 
property and personhood. Because state actors and speculators are complicit in the restructuring 
of space, racialized communities are violently forced into flux and are often dispossessed. 
Ananya Roy situates the process of displacement and evictions not only as the process of capital 
accumulation but also that of racial banishment. She first examines how the state, financial 
investors, and real estate markets define personhood and property—what is to count as property, 
who can claim property, and how is personhood reworked when claiming property. Because 
these actors uphold the process of racial banishment, this entails their role in the racialization of 
space while upholding norms of civility, order, and racial cleansing (Roy 2017, 9). Since the 
flows of capital accumulation and property are facilitated by the state and investors, these actors 
are largely to blame for the racial structuring of space as the politics of property and land rights 
are redefined.   
The racialization and production of space is intricately tied to the state’s role in the 
policing of communities. Margaret Ramirez argues that the policing and carceral geographies of 
Oakland’s Black and Brown geographies is inherently linked to racial capitalism, colonialism, 
and the processes of gentrification. Expanding upon Gloria Anzaldua’s “borderlands” analytic, 
she uses this lens to view Oakland as a site of dispossession—a city that has been restructured 
socially, spatially, structurally, and sonically through the process of racialized dispossession, 
rapid capitalist extraction, and the policing and erasure of Black, Indigenous, and racialized 
communities to benefit capitalist interests and white supremacist regimes (Ramirez 2020, 151). 
The policing and construction of borders in Oakland, have simultaneously constructed racialized 
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meanings about who belongs in Oakland, emphasizing the role of the city and institutions that 
produce racialized meanings about use and exchange value of these communities. 
Historical sites of economic extraction, violence, and resistance are spatial processes that 
produce terrains of racial and political conflict. Katherine McKittrick’s “plantation analytic” 
serves as a framework for thinking about the ways the post-transatlantic slave trade has 
reproduced violence over space and time while serving as a principle organizing logic to 
intervene and resist against racial-spatial violence and capital accumulation. As a model that 
manifests in ideological and material ways, the plantation is seen as a central site of housing and 
historicizing violence, as well as facilitating resistance against anti-Black oppression and 
struggles (McKittrick 2013, 3). McKittrick provides a strong analysis of how historical resistance 
and struggles form racialized terrains and geographies that produce and reproduce meanings of 
Blackness.    
The production of Blackness and property is not limited to practices of domination, but 
social habits and behaviors that create new spaces of belonging and endurance. In an effort to 
diversify and counter the prevailing academic narratives and literature focused on Black 
subjugation, segregation, and violence in space and place, Hunter, Patillo, Robinson, and Taylor 
(2016) present “Black placemaking” as a concrete and colored expression of resistance to those 
offenses. Drawing from Harvey’s conception of the “urban commons,” they consider Black 
placemaking as a framework and model that helps residents across all identities to recover their 
agency in the social production of the city, allowing them to shift and transform oppressive 
geographies to provide spaces of play, celebration, pleasure, and politics (Hunter et al. 2016, 33). 
This conceptualization opens up possibilities for understanding Black placemaking as a form of 
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resistance against oppressive social processes and practices, allowing for a reading of Black 
spatiality and life that is not entirely reducible to violence, racism, and death.  
Considering the ways in which Moms 4 Housing has conceptualized, produced, and 
negotiated space, place, and property— as well as the social processes and social relations that 
reproduce them—an understanding of Black life and Black histories in Oakland is a spatial 
matter. From discussions on Black placemaking to Black aesthetic emplacement, the scholarly 
conversations exhibit the expansiveness and depth of Black urban spatial imaginaries. They have 
also underscored the ways in which racism is embedded into material and psychological 
landscapes, highlighting the particular role that capital flows and dominant planning regimes 
have extracted from Blackness, constructing Black life and Black spatialities. Scholars of these 
interdisciplinary practices have used their rich analysis of race, space, place, and power to 
illuminate how social processes (e.g., violence, oppression, and marginalization) construct 
Blackness and the production of space. This review of Black geographies calls for liberatory 
approaches to knowing, writing, and re-imagining Black life and Black geographies, which can 
inspire new approaches to understanding and analyzing Moms 4 Housing’s resistance within 
these critical contexts.  
 
A framework of resistance: Lefebvre’s right to the city 
From racial restrictive covenants to urban renewal, the city of Oakland bears the scars of 
these policies, yet is home to a long legacy of resistance. As spatial behaviors of domination and 
struggle have materialized over time and space in Oakland, this calls for a serious exploration of 
how dominant formulations and discourses of resistance have proliferated from communities 
threatened by erasure, exclusion, oppression, and violence.  
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Squatting movements have garnered a considerable amount of attention from scholars 
engaging in social movement theory, analyzing how communities and grassroots activists have 
rallied around the concept of the “right to the city” and housing to advocate for a better future. 
Dispossessed and displaced communities across the world have used squatting as a strategic 
tactic against hegemonic forces of globalization and gentrification (processes that operate within 
a range of socio-economic, spatial, and political conditions). From research that focuses on 
squatting in shanty towns and favelas in the Global South to research that examines squatting in 
growing metropolitan centers in the Global North, the literature demonstrates that the right to the 
city provides a broad framework and specific directions that squatters apply to their resistance 
and activism. 
Political projects that employ the right to the city—especially when applied to ground-up 
movements around the occupation of vacant buildings and properties—should be closely 
examined. This is why an overview of the different conceptions of squatting and articulations of 
the right to the city sheds light on the activism of Moms 4 Housing within the context of these 
conversations. Because Moms 4 Housing occupied a vacant home owned by Wedgewood 
Properties, rallying around the cry that “housing is a human right,” this section of my literature 
review examines the possibilities and limitations surrounding the notion and use of “the right to 
the city” frameworks in regards to squatting activism.  
French Marxist geographer and theorist Henri Lefebvre coined the right to the city as a 
call to action to counter the capitalist urbanization and commodification of space and social 
interactions. Le droit à la ville was written in the context of the civic upheavals and unrest 
happening in Paris in 1968, as Lefebvre intends the right to the city as a revolutionary and radical 
means for the dispossessed to command the whole process of reclaiming and transforming the 
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city to access a new meaning of urban life and access to resources (Lefebvre 1968, 30). The heart 
of Lefebvre’s notion addresses the prevailing concern over the city’s process of urbanization 
which valued exchange value over use value, undermining urban life for its citizens. Therefore, 
the right to the city framework is intended to be a model of radical reversal, seeking to usher in a 
new future and model of city-building that upends the domination of exchange value over use 
value. 
Not long after Lefebvre conceptualized the right to the city in 1968, cities and social 
movements continued to be subjects of scholars like Mark Purcell and David Harvey, who have 
raised questions about contemporary articulations of right to the city movements. Purcell spends 
much of his writing examining Lefebvre’s right to the city movements and initiatives, concluding 
that many contemporary initiatives have strayed away from Lefebvre’s original design and 
intention. He claims that Lefebvre’s original concept produces more fundamentally radical 
elements that exist within his larger body of work that calls for revolutionary struggle and 
articulation of another world that exists beyond capitalism (Purcell 2014, 143). By conducting an 
exploration of contemporary programs under the United Nations, for instance, he believes many 
of these projects have been co-opted by liberal-democracy and the power of the nation-state, 
which has resulted in a limited articulation of Lefebvre’s original conception.  
Like Purcell, Harvey also questions whether contemporary right to the city movements 
match Lefebvre’s original conceptualizations. Harvey believes that articulations of the right to 
the city can be a signifier that can either be filled with revolutionary possibilities or empty 
political meanings because entities and communities alike are grappling with the dilemma of 
universal rights in a world of difference among people and places. Because of this, it is hard to 
distinguish whether initiatives are reformist or revolutionary. Ultimately, Harvey sees the right to 
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the city as a key part of mobilizing the struggle against uneven capitalist development to 
envision and advance a future that is shaped, controlled, and transformed by communities 
themselves. “The right to the city is far more than the individual liberty to access urban 
resources: it is a right to change ourselves by changing the city. It is, moreover, a common rather 
than individual right since this transformation inevitably depends upon exercise of a collective 
power to reshape the processes of urbanization” (Harvey 2008, 25). Therefore, political projects 
using the conceptualization should be a collective project that recreates and rebuilds a socialist 
future that eradicates the destructive capitalist model of urbanization (Harvey 2013, 123). 
Despite concerns that the right to the city can be reduced to nothing more than symbolic 
contestations of power, the squatting may be an effective strategy to push right to the city 
agendas. Alex Vasudevan recently published the first history of urban squatting in the United 
States and Europe. Looking specifically at the squatting movements in New York’s Lower East 
Side neighborhood after the 1970s, he analyzes how activists responded to the city’s contentious 
history with evictions, vacant homes, fires, demolitions, and the ongoing processes of 
gentrification and displacement. By occupying homes in the neighborhood, the squatters’ 
experimental, subversive, and makeshift interventions reflected their deep concerns with the 
city’s dominant neoliberal market-driven urban development stance on housing (Vasudevan 
2017, 232). Through squatting, Vasudevan demonstrates how the right to the city can empower 
vulnerable communities to create anti-capitalist, alternative, and self-supporting autonomous 
communities and models of urban living. 
Squatter movements in the Global North showcase how communities have combined the 
realm of their political demands with their disposition to ground their everyday life in alternative 
social configurations. Grazioli and Caciagli provide insight to how communities in Rome, Italy 
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have exercised their own unique approach to Lefebvre’s right to the city, focusing on the ways 
two prominent housing collectives—Coordinamento Cittadino di Lotta per la Casa and Blocchi 
Precari Metropolitani—resisted Rome’s neoliberal urban development agenda to housing and 
development. Unlike some of the existing literature that frames housing squats as deprivation-
based ones, they find that their housing squats and autonomous infrastructures resemble spaces 
of alternative forms of social reproduction. Not only did their squats reflect moments of 
concerted action; the communities successfully reclaimed urban spaces as a place for life 
detached from the tentacles of capitalism and neoliberalism. Their daily lives were embedded 
and rooted within the resistance site, producing counter-geographies that can result from 
envisioning alternate, autonomous, and ethical ways of living to meet a wide-range of socio-
economic needs (Grazioli and Caciagli 2018, 710).  
While some have documented the outcomes and potential effects of squatting movements 
as counter-resistant lifestyles, the literature reveals how the state’s legal and policy frameworks 
can actively shape the resilience and impacts of rights-based housing movements. Yue Zhang’s 
exploration of right to the city-based squatting movements in Brazil explains how legal and 
participatory institutions created by the state legitimize and contribute to the longevity and scale 
of its housing occupation movements. Expanding upon the current knowledge of right-based 
movements, Zhang shows that a “rights-based approach might not guarantee the instant 
fulfillment of rights, but it provides new framing choices and institutional possibilities for 
collective mobilization, thus contributing to the enhancement of citizens’ rights in the long run” 
(Zhang 2020, 2). Although the neoliberal ideologies of the state creates a gap between rights 
promised and rights delivered, housing movements have taken advantage of the state’s legal and 
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institutional mechanisms to effectively reduce evictions, increase resources for affordable 
housing, and shape the direction of urban planning.  
Viewed as a way to reclaim space and reimagine urban spaces and cities, right to the city-
based squatting offers an alternative pathway to confronting housing insecurity and the negative 
effects of urban decline. Whether occupying homes in opposition to neoliberal urban 
development models in the Global North or squatting homes in order to address the shortage of 
affordable housing in the Global South, scholars have defined the range of possibilities can result 
from those striving to produce alternative urbanisms under Lefebvre’s right to the city model. 
Despite these accomplishments, however, scholarly analyses of squatting and housing 
occupation movements are largely missing in the United States, which may point to the lack of 
agreement on the definition of squatting, the hidden nature of squatting, and/or the lack of solid 
estimates on the pervasiveness of squatting (Herbert 2018, 799). Ananya Roy and Nezar 
AlSayyad’s concept of urban informality builds upon this ambiguity, pointing to the predominant 
and unexamined belief that squatting is a convention that occurs primarily in developing 
countries. They confront these prevailing notions by arguing that civil resistance should read as a 
new form of governance and organizing logic that can contest the forces of globalization, 
structural adjustment, and late capitalism, and should not be understood as anarchy or 
disorganization that is limited to certain parts of the world (Roy and AlSayyad 2003, 10).  
The academic dialogue demonstrates how rights-based approaches to squatting 
movements can exist within broad and disparate socio-economic, political, and spatial contexts. 
Thus, a reading of housing occupations and their effectiveness must be understood in relation to 
these backgrounds, as state institutions and geographies play an important role in shaping the 
philosophies and strategic actions of squatters’ activism. On the whole, rights-based squatting 
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movements can present a viable challenge to prevailing socio-economic processes and 
development ideologies from threatening city-building and community life, as excluded and 
dispossessed communities attempt to reclaim their lives through the occupation of property and 
land. At the same time, their longevity and effectiveness are dependent on the social, political, 
and spatial contexts that necessitate their activism.  
 
It’s evident that scholars across the disciplines have been fascinated by shifts and 
transformations occurring in communities at the local and global level, showcasing how policy 
initiatives and development agendas have shaped communities for better or worse. As some 
communities have been dispossessed and erased from the rapid processes of urbanization, 
scholars have dedicated volumes to understanding how these communities have fought back to 
envision better futures and command alternate ways of living. The analysis on gentrification and 
the racially and economically segregated landscapes illustrate how state institutions play a 
significant role in contributing to neighborhood upgrading, decline, and displacement. Uneven 
landscapes and racially segregated spaces have driven scholars to analyze how the production of 
Blackness and space are intertwined—noting how social processes and systems of power 
produce and reproduce racialized psychological and material spaces and geographies. The threat 
of dispossession has mobilized communities to employ a rights-based approach to squatting 
activism across the world; there are broad and disparate possibilities and outcomes that result 
from movements that contest hegemonic philosophies of development and systems of power.   
While the volume of studies on gentrification to right to the city-based models of 
squatting are certainly significant achievements, my account of the scholarship reveals a gap in 
the research: an analysis of housing occupations led by Black communities in resistance to 
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dominant urban planning regimes and speculation in the United States is largely absent. Thus, 
my capstone’s analysis on how Moms 4 Housing confronted home-flipping giant Wedgewood 
Properties and advanced the agenda of housing as a human right will not only address the 
shortage of literature on squatting activism but shed light on the importance and potential 
application of this topic. By bringing together these bodies of literature with my research on 
Moms 4 Housing, we can understand the unique contexts and conditions that necessitated their 
occupation of the investor-owned property in West Oakland.  
 
Methods 
The previous section demonstrates how the scholarly debates around gentrification, 
market primacy and housing as an investment mechanism, the production of Blackness and 
space, and the right to the city inform my research question. In this section, I explain how my 
methodology (semi-structured interviews, oral histories, and archival studies) answers my 
research question. Because Moms 4 Housing represents unhoused Black mothers who occupied a 
vacant, investor-owned property in Oakland, these methods allowed me to explore how their 
experience and unique positionalities justified their activism.  
Semi-structured interviews and oral histories were conducted with people who had direct 
involvement and/or first-hand knowledge of the events that occurred at 2928 Magnolia Street. 
Interviews with members of Moms 4 Housing and Alliance of Californians for Community 
Empowerment Action (ACCE Action) were chosen because of their direct and indirect support 
and engagement with the occupation and movement. Interviews with Steve King (from the 
Oakland Community Land Trust) and Miya Chen (City Councilmember Nikki Fortunato Bas’ 
Chief of Staff at District 2 in Oakland) possessed the experience and expertise on the specific 
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housing policy outcomes, judicial constraints, and legislative efforts that surrounded Moms 4 
Housing’s calls for better policy and action.   
The primary method of outreach to interviewees consisted of emailing members through 
public office and organizational websites, as well as relying on existing personal and 
professional networks to identify who might be the best fit to answer my research question. A 
mix of 30 to 60 minute semi-structured interviews and oral histories were conducted via phone 
call or Zoom, and Zoom was used to record all interviews. A sample of interview questions used 
during my interviews are included in Appendix C.  
I conducted a total of three semi-structured interviews with members of ACCE Action 
and Moms 4 Housing to understand their activism and the conditions that led them to occupy the 
investor-owned home. Each interview with Moms 4 Housing and ACCE Action incorporated full 
open-ended and theoretically-driven questions to uncover their understanding of gentrification, 
displacement, the role of real estate speculation. The conversations considered what local and 
broad structural, sociopolitical, and historical conditions necessitated their occupation of the 
home, asking them to identify and clarify the particular meanings, narratives, and discourses that 
set the foundation for their counter-resistance. As a hybrid method of structured and open-ended 
questions, the oral histories method also allowed interviewees to revisit, reflect upon, and verify 
the accuracy of the prevailing narratives that surrounded their actions and engagement with the 
relevant conditions at hand (Galetta and Cross 2013, 24). The flexible structure of this method 
also provided opportunities for reciprocity between me and the study participants, allowing me to 
explore how their actions take place within the scholarly conversations on gentrification, 
capitalist development, the production of Blackness and space, and the right to the city.  
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Additionally, I interviewed two members from Oakland Community Land Trust and 
Oakland City Council District 2 to examine the particular legal limitations that shaped the events 
that occurred at the Moms house, and the policies and models that resulted because of their 
actions. The conversations showcased the constraints of Moms 4 Housing’s activism, as well as 
the possible solutions that were available to the organization.  
I made numerous attempts to reach other members involved during the occupation of the 
now-Moms house (such as Tolani King, Misty Cross, Sameerah Karim, Leah Simon-Weisberg, 
and the two protestors that were arrested). Many of these interviewees were unreachable or 
difficult to contact; my conversations with some members of the Moms community revealed 
their desire to maintain the well-being and safety of their community from further public 
scrutiny. With respect to these conditions, I was encouraged to rely on archival methods of 
research to supplement the findings drawn from available interviews and oral histories. 
Along with semi-structured interviews, I conducted an archival study to understand the 
dominant discourses and historical contexts that necessitated Moms 4 Housing’s activism, 
connecting the prevailing discourses to responses drawn from the semi-structured interviews.  
This method included a mix of qualitative and quantitative data that helped me analyze the ways 
in which Moms 4 Housing resisted the real-estate speculators that they claim are exacerbating 
Oakland’s housing crisis. Qualitative analysis consisted of a mix of articles and quotes drawn 
from news media and local journals. Another core element of this method included the extraction 
of direct quotes from the Moms 4 Housing documentary, IndyBay, and Community Ready 
Corps’ Facebook page videos, which uncovered the specific ways they contested Wedgewood 
Properties and articulated their movement. The direct footage also revealed the extent and nature 
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of how their social movement discourse challenged urban displacement regimes and illuminated 
pathways towards the human right to housing.  
Because my research question required an analysis of Moms 4 Housing and why they 
rallied against Wedgewood Properties, an in-depth quantitative study of the Wedgewood and the 
lucrative nature of their operations in Oakland was crucial. A spatial analysis was conducted 
using ArcMap—I pulled data from the Anti-Eviction Mapping Project and Mapping Inequality to 
create a map of Wedgewood Properties and their locations in formerly redlined communities in 
Oakland (see Appendix A Figure 1). I also created the map of estimated percent of vacant 
housing units and estimated percent of cost-burdened renters using PolicyMap (see Appendix B). 
Details about Wedgewood’s twenty properties were pulled from Katie Ferrari’s article on Moms 
4 Housing, property appraisal records, the Oakland Library’s Oakland History Room, and public 
documents from the Alameda County Tax Assessors and Clerk-Recorder’s Office (see Appendix 
B Figure 1). Other tables about mortgage lending patterns were created using PolicyMap and are 
included in Appendix B. The bulk of this data was accessible using institutional, organizational, 
and public websites. Special access to records and data were conducted via email outreach with 
staff.  
Although I drew from a wide-range of sources to conduct a fair exploration of 
Wedgewood and their speculative activities, the COVID-19 pandemic greatly restricted access to 
data crucial for a substantial investigation. If the research process for my capstone did not take 
place in a pandemic and if this project is extended, I would examine more public records such as 
defaults, liens, grant deeds, and trustee’s deeds to unlock finer details that describe the broader 
nature of mortgage lending patterns and Wedgewood’s business operations before and after the 
2008 foreclosure crisis. Unrestricted and free access to this expansive set of documents would be 
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used to identify patterns and similarities between the twenty properties and to fully comprehend 
the nature of these transactions and what transpired between Wedgewood’s subsidiaries and their 
previous owners. Finally, if the Oakland History Room were open to the public, I would have 
cross-checked this data with information provided by the Haines City Directories. This would 
have given me a stronger idea of who these owners were, such as their occupation and ethnicity.  
Numerous attempts to access more public records (e.g., grant deeds, liens, trustee’s 
deeds) at the Alameda Tax Assessor and County Clerk-Recorder’s office was challenged by the 
public health crisis; in-person access to these public records was limited and obtaining these 
records came at a cost. Because each record came with fees for certification and processing, a 
research grant of $161 dollars helped me gain access to some of these essential documents. 
These property records ensured that my project’s data analysis was critical to telling the larger 
story told by Moms 4 Housing and that my final recommendations provided a substantial benefit 
to communities grappling with the process of gentrification and displacement.  
  
Positionality Statement  
As a Chinese-American female born and raised in the Bay Area, my economic 
upbringing and identity has given me—in almost every area of my life—a level of physical, 
social, and economic separation from the very tangible day-to-day experiences of those I serve 
outside my world. I do not have to travel far beyond the lofty suburbs of my comfortable Castro 
Valley home to see and feel the race and class disparities embedded within the built 
environment. Years of working in affordable housing and land-use policy advocacy in the Bay 
Area has continued to show me that access to safe and stable homes are not always within reach, 
especially for low-income populations and communities of color. Because of the racial 
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disparities embedded in the Bay Area’s housing landscape, I was drawn to a capstone project that 
allowed me to further explore the specific relationship between land-use and housing. The 
completion of a capstone that focuses on Moms 4 Housing represents my ongoing dedication to 
housing justice movements that lift up the voices of those who are threatened by erasure and 
dispossession. 
I feel very fortunate that Moms 4 Housing is at the crux of my ongoing interest in land-
use and housing issues. At the same time, because the completion of this capstone would propel 
me to post-graduate work activities around housing justice after graduate school, there is a 
potential that my personal and professional hopes and dreams can distort and influence my 
project. I expect that my analysis of Moms 4 Housing will benefit me in ways that may increase 
my marketability to future employers and position in places of authority. This could be an 
obstacle because I will have a natural propensity to skew and/or interpret the data in a way that 
advances my personal and professional goals. More specifically, I may not react positively to 
findings that don’t align with my expectations and perceived outcomes of the capstone, which 
could disproportionately impact facets of the project’s final recommendations and outcomes. 
Attempts to retell and reclaim the history of Moms 4 Housing’s struggle against urban 
speculation and the forces of gentrification and displacement in Oakland are not simply struggles 
over the construction of justice, land, community, language, and belonging. Because history is 
about our relationship to power and who has been excluded and “othered,” embarking on this 
capstone project will be a consistent and conscious effort to embrace Paulo Freire’s concept of 
“praxis,” which points to the simultaneous process of reflection and action towards the structures 
to be transformed. The ongoing practice of praxis is critical because I do not identify as Black 
and I have not experienced what it is like to be unsheltered. 
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My capstone is a constant exercise of praxis and reflection of my privilege in relation to 
the communities I am studying. Because academic writing is a form of selecting, arranging, and 
presenting knowledge as a form of power, praxis requires a consistent and concerted cycle of 
reflection and action that is sensitive to the particular contexts of knowledge and knowing. I must 
examine how my privilege and identity as a Chinese-American female holds a certain set of 
views and issues that can marginalize and harm others while reinforcing my positionality. Praxis 
also requires that I undo some of the ways of which I see the world and work harder to listen 
with the intent to understand. It calls for a critical examination of how I represent and retell the 
data, because the processes of research and writing are not innocent and do not exist in a 
vacuum. 
My study of Moms 4 Housing is not a total abandonment of my positionality and ways of 
knowing and knowledge—decolonization and praxis enables me to engage in a constant process 
of self-evaluation and critical action about my identity as a Chinese-American female and my 
economic positionality, altogether allowing me to view my unique positionality as a lens through 
which I can authentically inform and advocate for the neighborhoods and people I love. The 
process of decolonization and praxis cannot be achieved alone—by meeting often with my 
advisors and discussing my decision-making process and actions with peers, I can be more 
strategic about countering the potential distortions of my ways of knowing and the personal and 
professional motivations that impact my capstone. This ongoing process of praxis and 
decolonizing research entails careful consideration of how my writing, methods of research, and 
the theories that inform my capstone to create a positive impact for the community of Moms 4 




Community History   
An analysis of Moms 4 Housing and the conditions and contexts that necessitated their 
occupation of the investor-owned home on 2928 Magnolia Street requires an examination of the 
moments in history that impacted Oakland’s Black community, especially in West Oakland.  
This section will provide an account of how numerous land use, development, 
disinvestment and investment practices at the local, state, and federal level set the foundation for 
the political consciousness and resistance that was embodied by Moms 4 Housing. This historical 
overview will also demonstrate how Moms 4 Housing’s activism was borne out of struggles to 
confront the racist, capitalist, and neoliberal ideologies that shaped Oakland’s urban 
development and housing agendas. 
 
1900s to pre-World War II 
The house on 2928 Magnolia Street was built in 1908 in the colonial revival style, on 
land that was once inhabited by the Chochenyo and Mukwekma Ohlone people. Although tax 
assessment records are spotty, the “W.S. Toole” house has records showing that W.S. Toole 
owned three buildings on Magnolia and one around the corner of 30th Street (Lazard 2021). 
However, no records of a W.S. Toole in Oakland or Berkeley confirms whether he actually lived 
in the house. Historical records show that the house was owned by a number of people who did 
not live in the home itself—by 1912, Matilda Scott owned the home; in 1917, the large lot was 
divided and George King owned the parcel where 2928 would be; and in 1925, Cora Reeve was 
its property owner (Lazard 2021). Although the property is known as the “Moms house” today, 
this inconsistent history of resident and non-resident ownership reflects a larger dynamic that 
resonates with the history of Oakland throughout the twentieth century.    
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In the early 1900s, Oakland served as a major industrial and transportation center for 
imports and exports because of its accessibility to sea and land travel. As a sea port and terminus 
of the transcontinental railroad, the city was a desirable place for many northern European 
immigrants and newcomers to live and gain employment. The boom in population followed as a 
result of the 1906 San Francisco earthquake and World War I, spurring industrial development 
and transforming the local economy and construction of many residential districts in Oakland. 
“Between 1990 and 1910, Oakland’s population grew from 67,000 to over 150,000, and other 
East Bay cities showed comparable gains” (Gregory 1989). 
Although the city on the whole was predominantly white, West Oakland in the 1920s was 
one of the more multi-racial areas in Oakland. Racially restrictive covenants relegated many non-
Anglo-Saxons to the industrially zoned West Oakland. Amongst the working-class Irish, 
Scandinavian, German, and Portuguese immigrants that were concentrated near West Oakland’s 
rail yards and waterfront, a small but growing number of African Americans also flourished in 
this neighborhood. The city’s African American population increased from 3,055 to 7,503 
between 1910 and 1930, demonstrating that many were attracted to the residential, industrial, and 
commercial opportunities in this neighborhood (Rhomberg 2004, 82). Despite being underpaid 
and overworked in comparison to white employees, working in the shipyards, military supply 
centers, and railroad manufacturing companies (such as the Pullman Palace Car Company) laid 
the groundwork for a solid, working-class community that blended labor culture, class politics, 
and civil rights. Black labor unions and left-wing political clubs provided the base for antiracist 
and progressive discourse that would bloom during the social and political milieu that 
accompanied World War II and the civil rights movement (Rhomberg 2004, 4).  
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Residential records between 1925 and 1940 are spotty, but in 1940, the Nakamura family 
rented the house at 2928 Magnolia Street for $27.50 a month (Ferrari 2020). By 1941, the family 
was transferred to a Japanese internment camp in Utah as a result of World War II and the 
bombing of Pearl Harbor. A year after the Nakamuras were interned, Alanders Carter and Willia 
Mae Roberts, bought the house and lived there until 1974 (Lazard 2021). Alanders Carter signed 
a deed of trust for $2,650 with six percent interest and monthly payments of $50. Although his 
annual income from cleaning Pan American ships was $1,352, nearly half of his paychecks were 
dedicated toward monthly mortgage payments (Ferrari 2020). The experience faced by the 
Nakamuras and the Roberts reflect the overall trend that faced many people of color as they 
migrated into West Oakland, sequestered by redlining, racially restricted zoning, and racial 
steering by real estate agents. After millions across the United States lost their homes to 
foreclosure after the Great Depression, prejudiced housing agendas and real estate interests in 
Oakland continued to create distinctly segregated landscapes marked income, elevation, and 
race.  
The federal government’s practice of predatory exclusion reflects a set of discriminatory 
housing practices that greatly restricted homeownership opportunities for Black communities. 
For instance, although the creation of the Home Owners’ Loan Corporation (HOLC) was 
intended to stabilize the housing market as a consequence of the Great Depression, the use of 
color-coded “residential security” maps were used by real estate investors, bank loan officials, 
and property appraisers to reinforce racially segregated areas and restrict wealth-building and 
homeownership opportunities for Black communities. 
HOLC maps were not only used to assess and evaluate the level of mortgage lending risk 
by providing details about the conditions of a house and its surrounding neighborhood—it 
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considered the racial composition of that neighborhood, producing discriminatory effects of 
housing based on income and race. HOLC agents were instructed to record the “threat of 
infiltration by foreign-born, Negro, or lower grade population” for each neighborhood. 
Neighborhoods designated as high risk, or ”hazardous” were often “redlined” by lending 
institutions—the presence of African Americans in a neighborhood earned a red color even if it 
was in a solid middle-class neighborhood of single-family homes. West Oakland’s HOLC maps 
stated that African Americans represented 40 percent of the population and that many families 
were on relief. Under “Detrimental Influences,” the maps listed “smoke and grim from railroad 
shops and local industry’ and ‘tenement tendencies.’ Clarifying remarks include, “parts of this 
area might be designated as a slum district” (Nelson et. al 2021).    
The Federal Housing Administration (FHA)—embodying the general philosophical 
commitment that government institutions should assist rather than be the primary engine of 
housing—disproportionately impacted wealth-building and homeownership opportunities for 
Black populations. The FHA’s underwriting manual refused to insure mortgages that would lead 
to changes in social or racial occupancies since it might lead to instability and a reduction in 
values (Ferrari 2020). “The government backed $120 billion in mortgages from 1934 to 1962, 
but the race-based policies of the FHA meant that, for the first 30 years of the program, fewer 
than 2 percent of FHA mortgages went to people of color” (Rice 2019). At a time where white 
Americans were increasing their wealth, African Americans like the Roberts family were denied 
the ability to build wealth and access the critical opportunities families needed to thrive. Because 
they bought a home in a redlined neighborhood, the Roberts did not benefit from federally 
insured loans with five percent interest rates, which would have made their monthly mortgage 
payments cheaper than rent (Ferrari 2020). 
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As San Francisco established itself as the commercial capital of the west with the 
completion of the Bay Bridge and Golden Gate Bridge in the 1930s, Oakland continued to 
expand development into rural lands in central and southern Alameda County, calling it the 
greater “Metropolitan Oakland Area” (Johnson 1993, 28). Towards the end of the decade, 
however, the most significant change in the city’s urban landscape and development would come 
in response to World War II.  
 
World War II to 1980s 
The enduring legacy of World War II was the significant transformation of the city’s 
urban composition, economy, and housing landscape. Oakland historian Marilyn Johnson (1993) 
dubbed World War II as the “Second Gold Rush” because of how wartime industries provided 
sudden wealth and employment, attracting migrants from across the country. Drawn to the 
promise of higher wages and increased economic mobility, Black migrants from the South 
referred to chartered Southern Pacific trains not as ‘cattle cars’ but as ‘liberty trains’”(Johnson 
1993, 44). Although they faced many hardships, many of these migrants would make their home 
in Oakland because life was still a better alternative than living in the South. “Approximately 85 
percent of the Black migrants remained on the West Coast permanently” (McWilliams 1945). 
While World War II provided the federal impetus for the postwar housing boom that 
addressed many of the unmet housing needs stemming from the Great Depression, federal 
housing policies resulted in the unequal redistribution of racially segregated housing that 
impacted Oakland’s Black community. As White Oaklanders took advantage of federal loan and 
mortgage programs subsidized by the FHA and the Veteran’s Administration, Black 
communities in West Oakland lived in overcrowded housing that began as temporary wartime 
 
42 
necessity but became an economic one after hundreds of people lost their jobs after the war. “In 
1940, 60 percent of the Black population had lived in census tracts located in West Oakland; in 
1950, despite more than a fivefold increase in size, 80 percent lived in the same area” (Rhomberg 
2004, 121). The overcrowding in West Oakland’s neighborhoods led to significant concerns 
from local officials concerned about the impact on public health and safety. “For their part, local 
officials worried not only about the public health of the community but also about the social and 
economic impacts of ‘unsightly’ shantytowns and trailer camps. Such developments, they 
argued, lowered property values and bred crime” (Johnson 1993, 86). The deteriorating housing 
conditions and increased crime and violence led local officials to label these areas as “blighted” 
and “slums.'' 
During the war, the federal government shifted its role as a direct housing provider in 
favor of decentralized control through local authorities. The accelerated trend toward private 
sector involvement to address the wartime housing shortage had a profound impact on West 
Oakland’s housing landscape and urban composition, shaping class and race relations among 
newcomers and old-timers. For instance, the establishment of the National Housing Agency’s 
war guest program in 1942 increased the population density of West Oakland by encouraging 
homeowners to accept migrant war workers as tenants and boarders (Johnson 1993, 89). The war 
guest program limited Black migrants to the same neighborhoods occupied by prewar Black 
residents, further contributing to the overcrowding and deterioration of the neighborhood. “In 
1940, 15.2 percent of all Black households in West Oakland were overcrowded; by 1950, the 
figure had jumped to 30.7 percent” (Johnson 1993, 93).  
While many working-class residents welcomed this opportunity to earn extra income and 
recover financially from the depression, the program was less successful in middle and upper 
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class neighborhoods—the increasing Black population and changing demographics of the city 
transformed the racial biases of White residents. These shifts foreshadowed the anti-Black 
racism that would flourish and intensify in the postwar years, as law-and-order campaigns would 
provide the ideological underpinnings for urban redevelopment and White flight to the suburbs 
(Johnson 1993, 4-5, 55).  
Despite these tremendous hardships, the influx of Black migrants gave rise to a new 
Black middle class which revived and transformed the institutions of the preexisting community, 
paving the way for the political mobilizations during the 60s and 70s. This change was most 
evident at West Oakland’s Seventh Street, as small businesses, restaurants, churches, clubs, law 
firms, religious institutions, social organizations, and entertainment venues prospered and thrived 
(Soliman 2015). The new war migrants helped establish Seventh Street as a popular cultural and 
commercial district, forming an important base for Oakland’s Black business and community 
(Johnson 1993, 96).  
 In a striking effort to challenge the economic dominance of San Francisco and curb the 
worsening conditions of neighborhoods and devaluation of property (specifically in West 
Oakland), the city’s business and planning elites introduced a number of regional planning and 
transportation developments into the agenda. In 1959, the General Neighborhood Renewal Plan 
was unanimously approved by the city council, which laid the groundwork for the city and 
Oakland’s Redevelopment Agency (formed by top executives from Wells Fargo, Sears Roebuck, 
Kaiser Industries, Bank of America, and the East Bay Homebuilders Association) to facilitate 
major slum clearance campaigns and the destruction of Black neighborhoods. “Altogether, 
between 1960 and 1966, more than 7,000 housing units in Oakland were destroyed by urban 
renewal, freeway, and BART construction, and other governmental action, and in West Oakland 
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alone almost 5,100 units were removed, resulting in a net out migration from the neighborhood 
of about 14,000 residents. While city administrators touted urban renewal and redevelopment 
efforts as restoration and community improvement projects, these processes became known 
nationwide as ‘Negro Removal’” (Self 2003, 140).    
By the time Alanders Carter passed away in 1964, the redevelopment regime recreated a 
homogenous commercial class alliance of White residential homeowners, middle-class 
consumers, and business owners. Through regional metropolitanism and the commercial 
redevelopment of the downtown core, the widespread displacement that stemmed from these 
efforts spurred the formation of the Black community as a collective political actor (Rhomberg 
2004, 175-6). Mobilizations led by Oak Center’s middle-class Black professionals and Acorn 
center’s lower-income and more established residents challenged entrenched regime interests 
held by bureaucratic elites—calling for stronger housing opportunities, employment, and better 
community relations with the police. Leaders within these communities claimed their right to 
speak for themselves and the Black community, signifying the importance of long-time 
organizations and self-defense of the neighborhood. Refusing to be viewed as a social problem to 
be regulated by layers of bureaucratic administration, Black Oaklanders rejected their status as 
clients and sought recognition as citizens with an equal voice in political life by organizing 
against urban renewal and poverty. The generation of Black middle-class leadership that grew 
out of West Oakland’s Black law firms, traditional civil rights organizations, and neighborhood 
associations laid the groundwork for future movements and grassroots organizing. As 
redevelopment and urban renewal charted the path towards racial polarization, the eventual 
uprisings of the Black Panther Party and civic protest would be demonstrated on the streets and 
at the ballot box. 
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The 1970s and 1980s saw a deepening of urban change and economic divestment from 
the downtown urban core that was reminiscent of patterns from earlier decades. As San 
Francisco’s status as a commercial center continued to grow, Oakland’s downtown activity saw a 
loss of major retail and traditional industries that previously dominated the economy. 
Additionally, the city’s demographic composition experienced pronounced shifts—White and 
Black residents moved to the suburbs as an influx of new immigrants from parts of Asia and 
Latin America called the Fruitvale and Chinatown district home (Self 2003, 236). 
 While the election of Lionel Wilson as Oakland’s first Black mayor in 1977 signaled the 
emergence of Adolph Reed’s (1988) “Black urban regime” (reflecting the inclusion of a 
generation of African Americans to key city government positions across the United States), not 
all Black families would participate in this economic growth and success. “Despite the growth of 
a Black middle class, median Black family income in 1995 was no more than 61 percent of that 
for White families—almost unchanged from its level of 59 percent in 1967” (Mishel et al. 2012, 
49). Due in part to the enormous loss of jobs in Oakland’s traditional industries, the Black urban 
regime had fewer resources to offer for Oakland’s poor and working-class Blacks.  
 
1990s to present 
After the 1989 Loma Prieta earthquake, West Oakland would experience significant 
economic decline and hardship. More than 35 percent of the area’s residents lived below poverty 
level and 21 percent were unemployed. The community remained predominantly Black, with 
only 15 percent of the district’s housing units were owner-occupied (Douglass 1994). During the 
Dot-Com Boom of the late 1990s, Mayor Jerry Brown was elected (with support from Black and 
White voters), seeking to revitalize Oakland’s dwindling economy and the city’s deeply 
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racialized “image problem.” Along with campaigns to welcome higher-income and White 
workers from San Francisco to Oakland, Brown initiated waves of upscale housing development 
and renovations (by converting single-room occupancies and sports bars with condos and 
nightclubs) in the urban core, stirring fears of gentrification and displacement amongst the Black 
community (Werth and McElroy 2019, 899). Brown’s controversial “10K” program, which 
promised to boost downtown development and expedite approvals for 10,000 market-rate 
apartments and luxury condos without city subsidies or requirements for affordable housing by 
drawing private developers, was not accessible to a majority of working-class Black families, 
who had already been experiencing problems with housing costs. “...80 percent of Oakland’s 
existing households would not be able to afford a two-bedroom unit in the new developments” 
(Rhomberg 2004, 190). 
 The results of Mayor Brown’s pro-development housing agendas and policies 
demonstrate that the results of economic integration for Oakland’s Black community are mixed. 
“According to a city study, two out of five Oakland families had already been experiencing 
problems with housing costs when rents across the city suddenly soared. Average Oakland 
apartment rents increased by 65 percent from 1995 to 2000, with a one-year jump of between 17 
and 32 percent in 1999 alone” (Rhomberg 2004, 190). The surrounding suburban conservatism at 
the city and state level ensured that Brown’s neoliberal, pro-developer stance and fiscal 
conservatism would remain a dominant force that would shape the housing outcomes and 
livelihoods of those who would occupy the home at 2928 Magnolia Street for years to come. 
When Willia Mae Roberts passed away in 1987, public records show that the Scott Barry 
Investments Company purchased the home on 2928 Magnolia Street (Office of Assessor County 
of Alameda 2021). Then, in 1994, Betty Mack, a Black home health care worker in her mid-40s 
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who fostered babies with special needs, moved into the home from Texas with her family. Mack 
took out a $63,000 subprime mortgage with Aames Home Loan Company, a subprime lender 
specializing in loans to risky borrowers by charging high interest rates and fees to borrowers 
with low credit (Ferrari 2020). Just three years after taking out the subprime mortgage, she lost 
the house to foreclosure.  
When Mack lost her home to foreclosure, this was evidence of what Keeanga-Yamahtta 
Taylor calls “predatory inclusion,” which signaled the invention of an entirely new means of 
economic exploitation of African Americans (especially women) who were driven to the low-
income homeownership market in the United States. The passage of the 1968 Housing and 
Urban Development Act, which induced private sector involvement by removing the risk of 
Black populations in neighborhoods, marked a turning point which made Black buyers attractive 
to a market dominated by unregulated institutions that relied on originating and maintaining fees 
and volume sales for profit (Taylor 2019). With the full support of the FHA, private financing 
institutions, private builders, and private real estate agents allowed for the broader real estate 
industry’s penetration into Black communities still ensuring that they remained locked in 
disinvested communities: 
...[P]oor housing and neighborhood conditions caused by earlier FHA policies became 
the basis of which new lenders, in the new era of FHA colorblindness and an end to 
redlining, could still continue to treat potential Black homeowners differently. African 
American neighborhoods were given the racially neutral descriptor ‘subprime.’ This 
distinction allowed for certain kinds of lenders while justifying the continued inactivity of 
other lenders. Inclusion was on predatory terms (Taylor 2019, 18).  
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A few years after the bank foreclosed upon Betty Mack, mapping data reveals that an 
alarmingly high volume of loans (originating for the purpose of purchasing a home and 
refinancing) were issued in this census tract area. In 2006, 54 percent of all loans were for 
purchasing a home; a rate markedly higher than state and national percentages. Additionally, the 
median loan amount of $366,500 was higher than the state and national average. The tables 
provided in Appendix B provide details about these loans in greater detail. Along with the 
excessive expansion of credit and real estate speculation, these record-breaking numbers 
reflected the high demand for mortgages that eventually led to the asset bubble in housing and 
the 2008 subprime mortgage crisis that disproportionately harmed Black communities in West 
Oakland and the community at large.  
Housing foreclosures in this formerly redlined West Oakland neighborhood are lucrative 
opportunities for burgeoning real estate industry giants like Wedgewood. Backed with 
significantly more private equity than traditional mom-and-pop investors, these real estate 
moguls purchase foreclosed single-family homes, or “real estate owned” (REO) properties not 
necessarily to live in, but to convert them into rental properties for profit (Immergluck and Law 
2014, 569). By upgrading and renovating homes in older neighborhoods that have experienced 
disinvestment and gone through the foreclosure crisis, “house-flipping” has become a profit-
making venture as the demand for single family housing has encouraged the conversion of more 
than 75 percent of post-foreclosed homes into rental housing (Molloy and Shan 2011). In 
Oakland alone, 81 percent of the 10,508 completely foreclosed properties reverted to REO status, 
while 16 percent of the foreclosed properties were purchased by investors at trustee sale 
auctions—many properties located in the low-income flatlands of Oakland (King 2012).  
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In 1999, Robert Bennett bought the home from Aames Home Loan Company by taking 
out a $45,000 mortgage from Headlands Mortgage Incorporated and refinancing through World 
Savings Bank (CoreLogic 2021). Over the next several years, he would default on his mortgage 
several times before the bank foreclosed and sold the property to Bernardo Mendia (who 
converted the home into a rental property) in July 2019. The home remained vacant for months 
under Bernardo Mendia’s ownership. Just two months before Moms 4 Housing occupied the 
home in November 2019, Catamount Properties LLC, a subsidiary of Wedgewood Properties, 
purchased the home at a public auction for $501,708 (CoreLogic 2021) . 
Catamount Properties is just one of 98 active LLCs traced back to Wedgewood Properties 
in the Bay Area (Bott and Mayers 2019). Founded in 1983 by Greg Geiser, they now employ a 
total of 500 employees in Redondo Beach, California and across all locations in the United 
States. As part of the finance and insurance industry, there are nine companies in the 
Wedgewood Properties Incorporated corporate family (Wedgewood 2021). The corporation has 
homes all across California and the Bay Area, with most properties listed in Oakland. According 
to the Anti-Eviction Mapping Project (2020), Wedgewood and their subsidiaries own twenty 
properties in the city. My investigation of these properties show that a majority of these 
properties were foreclosed upon in 2018 and 2019, with Wedgewood purchasing these properties 
at public auctions. Previous owners of these properties took out massive mortgages and loans 
from banks and lenders; a calculation of the average amount of unpaid debt owed to their trustees 
is $560,414. Appendix A Figure 3 provides a map of all twenty properties owned by 
Wedgewood and their subsidiaries in Oakland. Detailed information about their foreclosure, 





The previous section outlined the conditions and contexts that necessitated Moms 4 
Housing’s occupation of 2928 Magnolia Street. Here I answer my research question: How did 
Moms 4 Housing challenge urban displacement regimes and offer pathways towards the human 
right to housing? Findings from multiple interviews, video footage, press conference audio, 
online webinars, and social media content demonstrate that the Moms utilized three principle 
strategies to articulate their movement and their right to housing: 1) the use of corruption 
narratives to confront the state and urban speculators 2) the application of “motherhood” as a 
political identity and a rights-based framework to challenge the capitalist property regime and 3) 
direct action to shift and reclaim dominant notions of personhood and property.  
Moms 4 Housing’s activism must be understood in the context of pivotal moments in 
history that shaped their actions, as well as the opposing coexistence of the neoliberal state and 
rights-based squatting movements that informed their decision to occupy the investor-owned 
home. The interviews and data show that each subsequent strategy is predicated upon the 
existence of the previous one. The application of “motherhood” as a political identity and the 
right to housing framework was successful in part because of the previous strategy of painting 
the city of Oakland and real estate giants as greedy criminals. The tactic of occupying the vacant 
home amplified their previous message of housing as a human right while fundamentally shifting 
the racialization and commodification of property and personhood. On the whole, the Moms’ use 
of corruption narratives, motherhood identity, and rights-based frameworks helped them to 
mobilize and garner support for their message that housing is a human right, and through the act 
of taking and occupying the Wedgewood-owned home, they deconstructed racialized and 
commodified productions of property and Blackness. Taken together, this is how Moms 4 
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Housing challenged urban displacement regimes and presented avenues towards the human right 
to housing.  
 
The use of corruption narratives 
When Moms 4 Housing occupied the home on 2928 Magnolia Street, they utilized 
corruption narratives to frame the city’s role in facilitating unsuitable housing agendas and 
perpetuating the false notion that housing is a limited resource. Corruption narratives not only 
served a useful moral and cultural rubric that helped the Moms voice discontent over the city’s 
housing woes, but it provided a meaningful framework that helped them assign blame to the city 
for their hand in shaping housing inequality in Oakland (Doshi and Ranganathan 2017, 185). In a 
press conference outside the Wedgewood Home during the occupation, Moms 4 Housing 
supporter and former Oakland mayoral candidate Cat Brooks point to the city’s hand in 
approving of high-rise luxury condos that house people who don’t live in the city, underscoring 
the contradiction of housing scarcity in the city and the existence of policies that are not meeting 
the community’s needs (IndyBay December 26, 2019). My Zoom interview with Moms 4 
Housing member Dominique Walker revealed the alarmingly low number of deeply and 
permanently affordable homes in comparison to the number of available market-rate housing 
projects—for every unhoused person, there are four vacant homes (Interview with Dominique 
Walker 2021). More talk about the misappropriation of funds that are supposed to go to housing, 
the lack of transparency about available housing, and the high costs of rent were primary rallying 
cries that were used by the Moms to spotlighted the administration’s misdeeds and 
mismanagement.    
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Talk of the city’s misplaced priorities and mismanagement also led Moms 4 Housing to 
rely on corruption narratives to flip the prevailing notion that gentrification is a purely economic 
phenomenon. The morning the mothers and protestors were arrested, documentary footage 
showed Chairman and President of the Black Panther Party Cubs and Prisoners of Conscience 
Committee Fred Hampton Junior (Jourdan and Maeckelbergh 2020) describing the situation not 
as a singular event within the long history of gentrification, but a recurring phenomenon of land 
grabs occurring in other cities like Oakland. Interviews, videos, and press conferences exhibit 
how the Moms organizers and supporters also framed gentrification not as an inevitable and 
inherent economic flaw in the market, but a state-led and state-facilitated process of land 
grabbing that benefits real estate speculators. Opposing claims made by Wedgewood that home-
flipping distressed properties creates better neighborhoods, Zoom interviews with ACCE Action 
organizer Nicole Deane and Dominique Walker explained how the movement identified 
Wedgewood as a displacement machine—thus confirming the narrative about gentrification as 
displacement (Interview with Nicole Deane 2021; Interview with Dominique Walker 2021). 
The use of corruption narratives by Moms 4 Housing also revealed the dark underbelly of 
the neoliberal housing model that has largely benefitted players of the real estate game: 
politicians, Wall Street bankers, and real estate speculators. Wedgewood’s self-identification as 
“cowboys'' is associated with their use of violence and intimidation tactics to threaten the Moms 
community and intimidate families with evictions after facing foreclosure (Interview with Nicole 
Deane 2021). As a player in the real estate game, the race for profit is prioritized over the notion 
of housing as a human right: “I actually went to their headquarters to deliver a letter to Greg 
Geiser, and we were met with police presence and they had a Monopoly board on the wall. So 
this is a game to them. This is just building their portfolio. And they’re concerned with profit. So 
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outside of that, they don’t see the harm that they’re causing, and they care more about the capital 
and reject housing as a human right” (Interview with Dominique Walker 2021). 
Even after framing the city’s administration and Wedgewood as dishonest and profit-
hungry elites, Moms 4 Housing assigned new meanings to the notion of criminality: who is to 
blame for crooked activities and what is considered criminal activity (Doshi and Ranganathan 
2017, 185). After the ruling of the Alameda County Superior Court that framed Moms 4 Housing 
as trespassers, Cat Brooks countered by saying that the eviction notice criminalized the Moms’ 
actions for trying to put a roof over their heads (IndyBay December 26, 2019). In the same press 
conference outside the home, supporter Pastor Cherri Murphy declared that the Moms were not 
trespassers or thieves; their occupation was a rational response to an administration that won’t 
house the community (IndyBay December 26, 2019). Even more, the Moms and core supporters 
identified speculators and Wall Street bankers as the real criminals of Oakland’s housing crisis 
for leaving thousands of people sleeping on the city’s streets (IndyBay December 26, 2019; 
Interview with Dominique Walker 2021). In another press conference, Oakland Director at 
ACCE Action and now City Councilmember Carroll Fife said, “The powerful elite play with 
[our] lives—the existence of inequity in [our] everyday lives must be challenged by the people” 
(IndyBay November 2, 2020). By reversing the dominant narratives used by the courts and the 
police that framed them as criminals for sheltering their children, Moms 4 Housing flipped the 
script on notions of criminality onto the institutions and organizations that necessitated their 




Mobilizing frameworks: “motherhood” and the human right to housing 
This section provides an examination of how Moms 4 Housing’s activism actively shaped 
ideas and produced meanings, which is critical to understanding how they confronted speculative 
greed and wealth-building models of housing development. Using Benford and Snow’s (2000) 
original concept of the “master frame,” Moms 4 Housing politicized “motherhood” as an 
effective overarching collective identity, which was central to the transformation and 
contestation of hegemonic meanings, traditions, and norms of dominance associated with 
capitalism (Taylor and Whittier 1995, 167). Under the framework of “housing is a human right,” 
they called for a new ethic of care to challenge the immorality of a capitalist property regime 
which posed a fundamental threat to good mothering. My analysis of their discourse and the 
mechanisms that were used demonstrates that the motherhood framework was integral to 
producing solidarity and garnering support for their movement to de-commodify housing and 
deconstruct the racist real estate regime.     
While the interviews and data showed that the Moms were primarily driven to occupy the 
home at 2928 Magnolia Street as a pure act of good mothering, their movement resonated widely 
because the motherhood frame was influential in creating a collective political identity that was 
rooted in the qualities of being a good mother. Moms 4 Housing is in fact, not the first 
organization to utilize the moms framework—the organization, Mothers Against Drunk Driving 
(MADD), which was founded in 1980, succeeded in part because its name formulates both threat 
and blame (Gusfield 1996). While the intent driving the Moms 4 Housing organization was to 
provide a roof over their families’ heads, the name in itself impacted their organizing and 
success. Moms 4 Housing presents symbols that carry an expressive imagery as well. The word 
“mothers” puts their issue within a framework of violence against children. “4” provides an 
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emotional sense of battles and enemies. And “housing” raises ideas about levels of access to 
basic necessities. 
The motherhood framework was successful in part because it relied on a common 
experience shared amongst anyone who identified with being a mother or a guardian: the selfless 
caring of one’s own. Not only do mothers exemplify acts of love, protection, giving, and 
kindness, self-sacrifice (through the intentional action of putting one’s body in harm's way to 
protect a child) invokes powerful feelings and strong emotions that are widely accepted traits of 
good mothering. During the occupation, press conference footage showed Cat Brooks 
proclaiming to the crowd outside the house: “These mothers would do what any mother would 
do, ‘cause I guarantee you that I would do anything to make sure my children have a roof over 
their heads” (Indybay December 26, 2019). The same erupted in cheers after fellow Mom Misty 
Cross (IndyBay December 27, 2019) loudly declared: “...they’re sending people in here while 
we’re in here with our kids; to break into the property...now they’re trying to threaten us with 
laws and how you gon’ take our kids. But guess what? We’re still gon’ fight. It makes a mother 
more angry. We gon’ stand our ground because you threatened me and my baby. You can’t pay 
me off!” These were moments that demonstrated how the motherhood framework played a 
pivotal role in expressing and sharing the intense emotions and frustrations that effectively 
produced cross-cultural and cross-economic solidarity, which helped Moms 4 Housing to 
mobilize support and sustain the conflicts that challenged their resistance. The emotional 
dimensions of Moms 4 Housing’s social action and protest should not be observed as just mere 
motives, but a powerful conceptual framework that sparked collective action and the creation of 
other “Moms” movements across the United States. Anyone who identifies as a caretaker is 
capable of experiencing self-sacrifice, and many can relate to the experience of giving and/or 
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receiving love that has come at a personal cost. In a press conference, Moms member Misty 
Cross reflects on the success of the Moms movement after the major events of the occupation 
came to an end: “It resonated with mothers so much because mothers will do whatever is 
necessary to protect their children” (IndyBay November 2, 2020).    
Wide coverage and documentation of the Moms’ movement helped boost their message 
to a broad audience. Media played a significant role—not only in shaping public perception of 
the problem they were addressing, but their movement’s political and collective identity as 
mothers (Jasper 1997, 288). As the Moms broadcasted their tears, rage, and joy, live footage 
from social media and reporting from news outlets provided a sense of national phenomenon. 
During the eviction, for instance, the captured struggles between the police responding to non-
violence with violence (e.g., militarized tanks, drones, battering rams) significantly fueled 
powerful feelings of anger, suspicion, and indignation towards the institutions and actors who 
removed the Moms and Moms supporters from the property. William A. Gamson’s (1992, 32-
33) concept of the “injustice frame” demonstrates how the term is “...most closely associated 
with ‘the righteous anger that puts fire in the belly and iron in the soul.’” Due to the wide media 
coverage, onlookers and observers were able to identify actors to blame for the injustice; the 
generation of villains necessitated such intense political rhetoric because of its shocking 
emotional basis.  
Even more, that the capitalist property regime was an immoral threat that endangered the 
well-being of civil society and the ability to sustain healthy family development was central to 
Moms 4 Housing’s message. At a press conference, Ethel Long Scott from the Women’s 
Economic Agenda Project highlighted this dilemma by pointing to the long-standing role of the 
Oakland’s government in perpetuating waves of gentrification and displacement because housing 
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has been deemed as an investment mechanism instead of a place to thrive and live (IndyBay 
December 26, 2019). To the crowd that rallied outside the home, Dominique Walker declared, 
“Oakland doesn’t have a housing crisis; it’s a moral crisis; get the speculators out of my hood 
crisis; profiteering crises; families-being-separated crisis” (IndyBay December 26, 2019). 
Footage continued to show the Moms and their supporters referring to the thousands of unhoused 
children and families sleeping in Oakland (many of them from Black and Brown communities) 
as a humanitarian crisis in one of the richest cities (IndyBay December 26, 2019). Clarissa 
Doutherd, the executive director of Parent Voices Oakland, declared that the housing crisis is a 
humanitarian crisis because it neglects the importance of healthy child development, food 
security, and childcare; housing is the foundation to ensure that families, especially Black and 
Brown families, can thrive (IndyBay December 26, 2019). More press conference footage shows 
long-time civil rights attorney and activist Walter Riley asserting that the Moms’ occupation of 
the home was a concerted effort to reclaim their moral value and human dignity in the face of 
such inhumane bank profiteering and merciless real estate speculation (Community Ready Corps 
2019). My findings and data reveal that the Moms’ staunch opposition to the primacy of free 
market ideologies (which drives the dispossession and displacement of children and families) 
showcases how capitalism and the internal logic of the unfettered market has no ethics or 
morality—no view for the good life, social mixing, mutual caring, or nurturing the environment 
(Gorringe 2014). 
Moms 4 Housing’s activism demonstrated that the qualities of capitalism that prioritizes 
housing as a wealth-building asset is antithetical to the innate characteristics of a being good 
mother and the achievement of the good life. If being a good mother meant fighting against the 
capitalist real estate regime, the Moms’ occupation of the home signaled the beginning of a 
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future that envisions a housing system that no longer commodifies human life by having a use 
value instead of an exchange value (a concept originated by Karl Marx). Certainly, while the 
historic disinvestment and predatory housing practices that disproportionately impacted 
Oakland’s Black communities necessitated the Moms’ occupation of the Wedgewood-owned 
home, their movement’s message focused on ushering in a broader future that emancipates all 
people (regardless of race, identity, and gender) from capitalism’s hold on the housing market. 
Use of the motherhood framework ensured that their “right to housing” framework was received, 
since it anticipates a future that frees children and families to flourish and realize their own 
humanity. Under the banner of “housing as a human right,” Moms 4 Housing’s activism focused 
on a collective ethic of care that provides benefits for the whole society.   
Because capitalism breaks all bonds of mutual caring and love, the Moms’ use of housing 
as a human right operated to challenge the immorality of the capitalist housing market while 
confronting the state, civil society, and the institutions that uphold oppressive and dominant 
norms around who gets access to safe, stable, and affordable housing. The right to housing was 
not only their mantra, but a collective action strategy that helped supporters and observers 
imagine a future where the inherent dignity and sanctity of human life is prioritized over 
capitalism’s inhumane profit-making tendencies and greed. In Sidney Tarrow’s (1998) analysis 
of the master frames used during the civil rights movement the 1960s, the use of rights as a 
collective action frame was successful because rights were no longer the frame owned by Blacks 
organizing for equal opportunity, but a mobilizing discourse that became available for others to 
possess as well (e.g. feminists, environmentalists, the elderly, children, handicapped, and 
queers). We can see this play out in the Moms’ movement, as the wide-range of support from 
Oakland’s City Councilmembers Rebecca Kaplan, Nikki Fortunato Bas, and Dan Kalb, as well 
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as local organizations such as Parent Voices Oakland, Alameda Labor Council, and Women’s 
Economic Agenda Project is evidence of how the banner of housing as a human right united a 
diverse base of observers and supporters against the common enemy of capitalism.   
 Long after the occupation transpired on Magnolia Street, the Moms insisted that their 
movement to bring the right to housing would continue. After the county Sheriffs enforced the 
eviction, documentary footage captured Dominique Walker maintaining that the work to 
challenge real estate speculation and the government’s role in displacing families was going to 
continue: “[the] Moms house is wherever we are, wherever we’re organizing, and this has 
become a movement” (Jourdan and Maeckelbergh 2020). In a social media video, Pastor Cherri 
Murphy emphasized that their activism was about changing the story about how housing is 
distributed and unleashing a new era of homeownership where housing is no longer canonized as 
a lucrative investment vehicle (Community Ready Corps 2019). Even though Oakland’s Black 
communities have been disproportionately impacted by the city’s housing crisis, Moms 4 
Housing extended the same ethic of care as good mothers to the wider community. Press 
conference videos captured Carroll Fife (IndyBay December 27, 2019) warning that 
uninterrupted speculation and capitalist housing agendas would soon threaten the greater 
population as a whole, explaining why Black women were leading the movement to stop it:      
The reason why Black women are in this fight is because Black folk are the canary in the 
mine; this is what will happen to everybody—watch what they do to Black and Brown 
babies. You have cage-free chickens but you have Black babies in cages. Chickens have 
the right to roam free, when children have been put in cages around the border. But right 
here, children and families are dying. This is not just happening in Oakland—this is a 
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movement and model that stands up to banks and speculators. We have a long history of 
civil disobedience that brings attention to the issues that we should all care about.  
 
Shifting and reclaiming the hegemonic construction of personhood and property through 
direct action 
The wide-ranging mix of reactions and responses that stemmed from Moms 4 Housing’s 
occupation of the vacant Wedgewood-owned home is integrally tied to meanings of property and 
the poorly understood (and confusing) conceptualizations of squatting in the United States. 
While some applauded the message driving their resistance, others criticized the Moms for how 
they occupied the home and others viewed them as trespassers. My research provides a 
meaningful analysis of their direct action, which underscores the complicated relationship 
between the social construction of personhood and property that dates back to colonial times. I 
begin by outlining the distinction between squatting and the Moms’ occupation of the home, 
conducting an examination of why the Moms were framed as trespassers. I will then explain how 
their direct action deconstructed hegemonic and racialized notions of property and personhood.  
As demonstrated in my literature review, scholars have dedicated volumes to studying 
forms of property resistance and squatting in parts of the Global North and South. While the 
academic scholarship indicates that the culture of squatting in these regions have been fostered 
over many decades and have been integrated into mainstream society, squatting is generally a 
widely understood (if not marginally accepted) practice (Dobbz 2012). In the United States, 
however, the broader culture and understanding of squatting is vastly undernourished and 
underdeveloped—people have carved out small squatting communities though a large squatting 
movement remains elusive. A prevalent conception of squatting is that it is often perceived as a 
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confusing and individualistic ploy to get something for nothing (Dobbz 2012, 9). Even more, 
disagreements about the cultural mechanisms of squatting demonstrate that a concise and 
definitive notion of property resistance and activism is a mixed bag. My interview with Carroll 
Fife reflected this notion, revealing that some people (who were likely familiar with squatting 
practices) said that the Moms shouldn’t have made a big show and spectacle of their occupation 
(Interview with Carroll Fife 2021). 
Making the distinction between squatting and occupying the Wedgewood property was 
important to Moms 4 Housing’s activism and how their movement was received. Moms 4 
Housing and their supporters consistently described their resistance as a form of direct action—a 
concerted effort to steer clear from highly confusing and prevailing notions of squatting in the 
United States. During a webinar hosted by Princeton’s Mellon Forum, Carroll Fife stated that 
“...although there are some technical similarities, squatting is a quiet and legal endeavor that is 
done in the cover of darkness, but Moms 4 Housing made it a spectacle to pay attention to the 
violence and [their] purpose was to spark a movement” (Mellon Forum 2021). In my interview, 
Carroll Fife (2021) continued to explain that the Moms purposely avoided describing their 
activism as a squat in order to move away from informal notions of squatting—which are largely 
seen as one-time events that occur only in “underdeveloped” and “third world” countries—and to 
move away from the conception of squatting that is accomplished through the claim of adverse 
possession (in which one assumes the responsibility of a vacant property in order to become its 
legal owner). I continued to explore this distinction with the Councilmember, who asserted that 
the Moms’ occupation was an act of civil disobedience to confront the harmful impacts of the 




We wanted to make a very vocal, very visible action around commodified housing, and 
how speculation is driving up the cost and inflating markets in a way that is causing real 
harm to Black women in Oakland specifically, but Oakland residents in general, and it 
makes it difficult for not just poor and working-class people, but it also makes it difficult 
for middle income people who are just trying to have housing in the city. So no, we were 
not attempting to squat. That's why we adamantly said we're not squatters, this is direct 
action. This is civil disobedience, to highlight the contradictions of the society that push a 
narrative of shame, when people aren't able to access these very restrictive things like 
housing, because if you're like, well, I've worked three jobs, I went to school, I went to 
college, I did everything right, and I still can't afford to live here...then the shame kicks 
in, like there's something wrong with me. And that's not the case, there's something 
woefully wrong with the system (Interview with Carroll Fife 2021).  
Along with those who condemned the technical aspects of the Moms’ activism, others 
believed that they should have found other ways to spread their message of housing as a human 
right, instead of trespassing onto someone else’s property. My analysis cannot hope to recount 
the full scope of the debates around property law and civil disobedience in this paper, but my 
examination of Moms 4 Housing understands this discourse as one that reproduces racist and 
colonial settler logics. This dialectic often prefers and relies on moralistic narratives of “good” 
victims in the face of no-fault evictions by unscrupulous speculators and evil corporate landlords 
that banish families and communities (who are predominantly the racialized poor) from their 
homes. What this liberal narrative fails to address is how San Francisco’s tech-driven 
displacement (which has heavily impacted White artists, hippies, and middle-class families) 
stems from earlier forms of racist and colonial dispossessions. In the face of San Francisco’s tech 
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booms, the displacement of White residents has garnered the most sympathy from the media 
(Werth and McElroy 2019). Therefore, this discourse explains why campaigns for the right to 
housing and the right to remain have faced uphill battles because these movements often 
advocate for solutions that target the racist capitalist housing market and property regime. Still, 
my analysis of the Moms movement shows how they carved out their own distinct meaning 
around what it means to own and access private property in the United States by deconstructing 
and dismantling the historical foundation of racialized dispossession upon which gentrification 
now stands.  
Exploring the legality of the Moms’ occupation of the vacant home must begin by 
unearthing the complex phenomenon of property law that reaches back to colonial times and 
Indigenous resistance to being racialized, propertized, and othered. This discussion around 
citizenship and law animates the intricate relationship between property ownership and 
personhood, which focuses on the history of property as a legal form and the formation of a 
racialized ontology. From the racial subordination of Blacks and Indigenous communities since 
settlement and colonization in the United States, property and property rights are racially 
contingent (Harris 1993, 1721). 
Moms 4 Housing’s fight for the right to safe and permanently affordable housing exists 
within the broader historical production of race and property in the United States and the 
communities that have been historically excluded from the benefits of property as a result of 
White supremacy. From the mass displacement and genocide of native Indigenous peoples from 
their lands to the widespread legitimization of private property regimes which institutionalized 
mechanisms of oppression and exclusion (through the economic regime of chattel slavery), 
Moms 4 Housing’s activism demonstrates how these systems have contributed to the 
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racialization of property itself (Roy 2021). In the same vein, colonialism and terrorism has 
produced and reproduced exclusive and racialized notions of homeownership, prohibiting 
racialized communities from realizing the full benefits of citizenship and belonging in the United 
States.  
Moms 4 Housing’s resistance to being racialized and propertized was borne out of a long 
history of disobedience to property laws that have been produced and reproduced through 
racialized economic systems. Sixty years since Native American activists sparked the Red Power 
movement in the United States—by claiming their right to self-determination and the land 
through the occupation of seventy properties (including the federally-abandoned Alcatraz Island 
in San Francisco)—Moms 4 Housing contested and transformed a seemingly clear and fixed 
system of rules and regulations that distinguish the public from private by provoking questions 
around who truly has owns the land (Peñalver and Katyal 2010). My interview with Dominique 
Walker (2021) illustrates that the Moms completely understood their movement as one that took 
place within the larger struggle to reclaim land that first originated with Indigenous peoples. 
Furthermore, Carroll Fife drew a clear relationship between the Moms’ activism and the legacy 
of Indigenous movements to reclaim property as both the object and subject of their 
disobedience: “How is eminent domain okay in West Oakland when Black and Brown bodies are 
displaced from their neighborhoods to make way for the post office and Bart station? Why are 
we not talking about the generations of displacement and Indigenous land, everything that has 
been stolen—so at what point do things start being considered illegal?” (IndyBay November 2, 
2020). Ironically enough, Carroll Fife pointed out that the notion of U.S. property and 
homeownership is bursting with doublethink, echoing the voices of Indigenous advocates stating 
that this nation was founded by squatters: “...[T]here's nothing more American than taking over a 
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property and land then are commandeering of that space. So I think that's important, the historic 
aspect of how exclusive being secure, and in a place to stay is. So I think that's how we need to 
frame things...until the real history and the truth about housing and land ownership is exposed in 
this country” (Interview with Carroll Fife 2021). The westward expansion of White European 
settlers in North America and the imposition of new and legally sanctioned mechanisms around 
private property was instituted throughout the course of history, while mainstream discourse 
around these events avoids critical discussion around notions of opportunism and theft as part of 
the country’s growth and wealth-building.  
When the Mothers and their families moved into the home, their actions deconstructed 
the production of property itself; the undoing of property was a divestment of Whiteness and the 
institutions that upheld its supremacy. In response to those who believed they shouldn’t have 
trespassed on private property, Nicole Deane referred to the systems that historically 
commodified Black people as property as a contradictory notion: “And the reporter asked 
Dominique basically, like, ‘What about the right to private property?’ And Dominique didn't 
miss a beat and looked at the reporter dead in the eye and was like, ‘Black women and children 
used to be private property.’ You know, that's really what this was…[t]he commodification of 
housing is part of the legacy of the commodification of human beings, which is what capitalism 
was built on in this country” (Interview with Nicole Deane 2021). Because Whiteness is the basis 
of privilege and protection within U.S. colonial and postcolonial society, and because the 
production of Blackness was invented alongside the idea that Black people were property to be 
owned (and thus stripped of their rights and claims to land and citizenship) Moms 4 Housing’s 
activism not only challenged the existing systems that historically commodified Black people as 
property; the taking of the investor-owned home was an act that deconstructed the racialization 
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of property itself (Harris 1993, 1721). The effect of Moms 4 Housing’s discourse was to question 
the criminalization of Black subjects who produced a supposed crime within a much larger 
context of their protest, defying the racist and White supremacist philosophies that believed them 
unworthy of owning property and undeserving of solidarity and protection while marking them 
as targets of state violence.  
 It is clear that the pinnacle of Moms 4 Housing’s activism was embodied not through the 
mere presence of Black bodies inside the Wedgewood-owned home—the deliberate act of taking 
property from the home-flipping giant and evicting the speculator was the climax of their 
movement. The Moms did not necessarily concern themselves with the inclusion of more Black 
women in the U.S. homeownership market as the primary vehicle to achieve a more just and 
equitable society—a question answered by Keeanga Yamahtta Taylor—but they concerned 
themselves with the dismantling of White supremacy through the eviction of real estate shell 
companies and urban speculators like Wedgewood Properties. In my interview with Nicole 
Deane, Moms 4 Housing’s rallying cry was to “evict the speculators” because their resistance 
was an extension of Oakland’s legacy of Black resistance and struggle over land ownership 
(Interview with Nicole Deane 2021). Nicole showcases why Black politics are inextricably 
connected to the longstanding resistance against geographic domination as practiced through the 
displacement and eviction of racialized communities from their own land (McKittrick 2006). By 
taking over the investor-owned home, they demonstrated that their activism was never about the 
opportunities and benefits that a more inclusive homeownership market and society might 
provide—it was solely about undoing the structural forms of violence and untangling the 
stronghold of White supremacy in the housing system as a whole.   
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Moms 4 Housing exhibited behaviors and actions that boldly reclaimed their place and 
belonging in an environment that White supremacy and racial capitalism has historically denied 
Black mothers and their families from receiving. Documentary footage shows the Moms and 
their supporters bringing in furniture, equipment, and home decor (Jourdan and Maeckelbergh 
2020). Even more, the act of cooking, playing, sleeping, and dancing with their families and 
supporters were liberatory behaviors that celebrated their agency within a space that has erased 
and suppressed their Blackness (Hunter et al. 2016, 33). Altogether, these acts were not just a 
form of resistance to capitalism which limited their full participation in the racist housing 
market; it was a complete assertion of their humanity, their right to housing, their right to the 
city, and their right to citizenship. “Black women resisted by making homes where all Black 
people could strive to be subjects, not objects, where we could be affirmed in our minds and 
hearts despite poverty, hardship, and deprivation, where we could restore ourselves the dignity 
denied us on the outside in the public world” (hooks 1990, 42). By fully embodying and taking 
up a previously vacant space that was held hostage by state-sponsored urban speculation and 
gentrification, the Moms’ created a space for Black love, nurturing, affirmation, and healing 
from the wounds inflicted by racist domination (hooks 1990, 42). Their acts of homemaking 
assigned new meanings to space and property by establishing it as a site of endurance, belonging, 
and refusal.  
When Moms 4 Housing occupied the Wedgewood home, they knew that their resistance 
would confront the law’s role in upholding the capitalist housing system. Moms attorney Leah 
Simon-Weisberg referred to the courts as the last bastion of the housing crisis because the courts 
have evicted so many people (IndyBay December 26, 2019). When the Moms challenged the 
Alameda County Superior Court-ordered eviction, Peter Dreier (Chair of Occidental College’s 
 
68 
Urban and Environmental Policy) stated that the Moms were hoping that the judge would 
intervene to change the law (Jourdan and Maeckelbergh 2020). Moms 4 Housing and their 
supporters knew that to challenge the court’s eviction order was ultimately a stand against the 
law’s long-standing role in upholding the capitalist housing market:  
Well, you know, this is a capitalist country. So the laws are written by capitalists, and 
they're designed to protect their interests. And that’s really the purpose of the court 
system...[W]hat we did was to have a shot changing the laws to actually serve the needs 
of people, not corporations. What we understood ourselves to be doing by occupying this 
home is that we were challenging the foundational assumptions of the housing 
market…[A]nd, you know, the housing market is the biggest market of all the markets in 
the world. So I'll say for myself, we are challenging capitalism straight up. That's what 
this is about (Interview with Nicole Deane 2021). 
The heavy militarization of the Moms eviction from 2928 Magnolia Street was reflected 
in the deep roots of prohibiting the right to property from Black communities. Because the 
maintenance of property has historically been both the basis and end to power for many White 
communities, the police are an intrinsic component of the capitalist housing system. Just as slave 
owners used slave patrols to maintain their private property, Moms 4 Housing saw the police as 
protectors of capitalism and the law which gave rise to the stark inequalities in the housing 
market. In response to Sergeant Ray Kelly’s statement that the police were mandated to conduct 
an eviction as the enforcement branch of the Alameda County Superior Court, Dominique 
Walker replied:  
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I know that police are protectors of capital […] and it was a flex of that authority and 
terror to the citizens because they not only terrorized the moms and potentially our 
children, they didn't know we were in the house or not. They brought robots with 
explosives into our home, they just came in heavily armed tanks. It looked like a war, a 
war zone. Riot gears for moms at five o'clock in the morning. It was a flex; it terrorized 
an entire community. And he feels justified because like protecting capital is the law. 
Right? So he's gonna uphold that and put that over the lives of mothers and children 
(Interview with Dominique Walker 2021). 
 When the Moms took the vacant property, it symbolized how dangerous looting is to 
most White land-owning capitalists and property regimes such as Wedgewood Properties. The 
militarized displacement of the Moms revealed the sense of paranoia around the loss of White 
monopolies on space, power, and property rights. Ananya Roy (2021) describes policing as the 
precondition and effect of stolen land; forms of displacement and containment are also 
preconditions and effects of Whiteness. The violent displacement through urban speculation and 
state-sponsored urban development was inextricably linked to the policing mechanisms 
employed by the state and court to banish Black communities from the right to space, power, and 
property (Perry 2013).  
Because the earliest definitions of Blackness was simultaneously invented with U.S. 
conceptions of property through the institutionalization of chattel slavery, those who freed 
themselves through the taking of property could be viewed as fugitives of the law and criminals. 
This explains why the defense of social order and the institutionalization of private property 
relied on legal and narrative means to criminalize the resistance of Moms 4 Housing. The 
tremendous display of legal and state-sanctioned violence against the Moms demonstrated that 
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policing continues to be utilized as a tool of race management and civil order. The court-ordered 
eviction demonstrated this compulsory relationship between the police and the courts; John 
Burgess (1900) calls “the police ‘the dark continent’ of our jurisprudence.” The violent exclusion 
and dispossession of Black mothers and their children from the home on 2928 Magnolia Street 
revealed how precisely private property has a tenuous and contingent structure of consent that 
has long been legitimized by the lethal force of the state with the full backing oy the courts and 
the police. 
When the Moms took the Wedgewood property, they illustrated how property relations 
can be destroyed. This is why they believed that their direct action would shift the narrative on 
how the system of housing—since slavery, colonialism, and the barbaric genocide of Indigenous 
peoples—has constructed the racialization and commodification of entire populations. While 
they believed their occupation of the home would not only de-mystify the ideological production 
of property, their movement also offered a practical and tactical benefit that would effectively 
create legal and political pathways to recognize housing as a human right. “...[W]hether the law 
says so or not, we believe housing is a human right, and that’s what we’re organizing right now, 
to get policy behind housing as a human right to take it from a slogan into an actual policy and 
law” (Interview with Dominique Walker 2021). My interview with Nicole revealed that the 
Moms believed their bold action was necessary to inspire discussions that would animate 
policymakers and legislators to seriously consider and implement policies that would turn the 
right to housing into reality (Interview with Nicole Deane 2021). Carroll Fife, who was later 
elected to Oakland’s District 4 City Councilmember in 2020, stated that the Moms movement 
would continue to inspire communities to occupy homes until the right to housing is legally 
recognized:     
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I think it's important for us to continue these occupations to push the narrative around 
housing and housing access and it won't be an economic reality until we change things. 
And we've seen that there is no political will to change the status quo. That's because the 
people who heavily contribute to campaigns are the engineers of this crisis; international 
and global speculators are making political contributions to elected officials to keep 
things moving in the exact same way. So in order for it to be a reality, that's not just 
political theater, we need people to change the laws, people like me to change the laws 
and say we need to allocate taxpayer funds to social housing. But there are laws that need 
to change, like the human right to housing. And the same way that we have a human right 
to fresh water, the right to housing is no different. And we're seeing a move towards that 
way of thinking. But we still have a long way to go (Interview with Carroll Fife 2021).  
 
In the 400 years of White supremacist, colonial, and genocidal history in the United 
States, Moms 4 Housing’s rallying cry of housing as a human right lives in the shadow of 
numerous struggles to reclaim and assert one’s humanity from being commodified, propertized, 
and racialized. Through their civil disobedience, the Moms carved out their own place within the 
legacy of Indigenous and Black resistance against the U.S. property regime, which holds no 
power or dominance without the exploitation, enslavement, and erasure of these communities. 
The occupation and taking of the Wedgewood-owned vacant home was a powerful corrective to 
the arguments around looting, as what has been stolen from racialized communities is miniscule 
in proportion to the histories and wealth-building opportunities that have been historically taken 
from them. Although the predominant notion of stealing and squatting in the U.S. has been 
deployed in a way that frames Black people as lazy and greedy, Moms 4 Housing’s activism 
illustrates quite the opposite: occupying a home for sake of one’s children is a hard-won and 
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dangerous act with potentially life-altering consequences. Ultimately, through the use of 
corruption narratives, motherhood as a political identity, rights-based frameworks, and direct 
action, Moms 4 Housing’s grassroots movement functioned to disrupt and create new meanings 
and spatial boundaries around the conception of property ownership and land rights while 
illuminating avenues toward the human right to housing. 
 
Conclusions and Recommendations 
Since Moms 4 Housing shed light on the issues of gentrification, displacement, and the 
role of speculation, communities and decision makers must re-examine the way finance capital 
and corporate investors have transformed Oakland’s urban fabric and neighborhood composition. 
Their direct action interrogates prevailing notions around who truly owns the land and the 
historical construction of private property. The right to housing is a mobilizing framework that 
confronts the dispossession and erasure of entire communities as a result of a racist and capitalist 
property regime. The Moms’ civil disobedience calls for a shift away from the ways in which 
housing has been produced to construct notions of citizenship and belonging. Thus, 
municipalities and policymakers must direct their efforts at housing agendas and legal structures 
that subvert the de-humanizing commodification of housing for the profit-building activities of 
the real estate empire. 
 This study acknowledges the critical role of policy developments that influence the 
provision of affordable housing, as well as housing agendas that increase the stability of the 
city’s majority renter population. For instance, policies aimed at restraining and managing 
regional employment trends and demographic shifts through the passage of tenant protection 
ordinances and land use development policies are a few mechanisms that contribute to the 
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production, preservation, and protection of affordable housing. Still, these policy levers operate 
under the underdeveloped notion that the housing crisis is primarily a problem of insufficient 
funds and resources, which upholds the sanctity and efficiency of the market. My analysis of 
Moms 4 Housing demonstrates that the housing crisis is not a crisis of adequate supply, but a 
crisis of greed. Their activism explicitly opposes a system that incentivizes wealth concentration 
and the exploitation of land and people while calling for opportunities to ensure that 
communities benefit from truly sustainable and equitable housing and repaired relationships to 
the land. To fundamentally decouple property from the racist and market-driven financing of 
housing and mend from the legacies of colonization and dispossession, I propose implementing 
substantive housing agendas and legal frameworks that eliminate real estate speculation, scale up 
the work of land decommodification, and recognize the human right to housing and land 
reparations.  
Although the following recommendations will not single-handedly solve displacement 
and homelessness concerns in cities like Oakland, the recommendations in this section will equip 
organizations, municipalities, and elected officials with the knowledge to create agendas that 
center the needs of communities that have been erased and displaced as a result of racial 
capitalism and White supremacy. In this section, I provide a synthesis of policy 
recommendations and frameworks that aim to relieve communities from the pressures of capital 
and market-driven finance and restore dispossessed communities back to their home and land.  
 
De-commodify housing  
As demonstrated by the events that unfolded at 2928 Magnolia Street, the purchase of the 
home with the assistance of the Oakland Community Land Trust (OakCLT) played a key role in 
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Moms 4 Housing’s success. By purchasing the home from Wedgewood, the home is 
permanently off the speculative market. For this reason, I broaden my focus on social housing as 
models to achieve permanent affordability, social equality, and democratic resident control. 
While there are a wide-range of models that fall under this category and meet the three goals of 
social housing differently, I look at a type of cooperative corporation (co-op) called the 
permanent real estate co-op (PREC) and community land trusts (CLTs) as primary mechanisms 
to secure permanently affordable housing, prevent the displacement of low-income communities 
from market pressures, provide robust resident governance, and promote generational wealth 
among historically disenfranchised communities of color in Oakland.  
Although there are key differences between the two models, both PRECs and CLTs share 
a number of elements that meet the goals of Moms 4 Housing. First, by creating housing in the 
public interest, they operate to redefine housing as a public good, provide permanent 
affordability by insulating properties from the market, and reduce the financial risk of property 
ownership and potential for speculation by de-commodifying housing. Second, PRECs and CLTs 
are dedicated to social equality by reducing the impact of policies that award benefits to 
homeowners based on their tenure. By ensuring that the land remains affordable for future 
limited-income buyers, CLTs and PRECs let homeowners build equity and establish financial 
stability through the limited appreciation in land value, thus providing opportunities to stabilize 
Oakland’s neighborhoods (Roseland and Boone 2020). CLTs can provide protections to residents 
during major housing crises—in the United States, 4.63% of regular market homes were in 
foreclosure proceedings compared to .46% for CLT homes by the end of 2010 (Thaden 2011). 
Both offer long-term stewardship, sustainability, and permanent affordability that would 
especially benefit seniors, working families, and low-income communities of color. It can also 
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improve quality of life outcomes, reducing the need to depend on social services (CCLTN 2019). 
Finally, by providing models of democratic resident control, residents exercise the ability to 
build governance and power, organize for resources and utilize their rights. Their governance 
models encourage long-term stewardship of housing with local community and homeowner 
representation. Leadership development and education are typically provided to prospective 
homeowners, tenants, and board members on rights, responsibilities, and duties (CCLTN 2019). 
While PRECs and CLTs share many benefits that deviate from traditional models of 
housing through homeownership and renting, they hold many differences. Since New 
Communities Incorporated first conceptualized the CLT in 1969, the model has undergone 
numerous transformations in concept and implementation, with around 250 CLTs established in 
the United States (CCOI 2019). A model with growing popularity, nearly twenty CLTs are 
started every year with the help of local government investment and involvement (Davis and 
Jacobus 2008). CLTs, which are typically structured as nonprofit 501(c)(3) organizations (either 
private or municipally created), acquire land parcels through public or private donations or use 
government subsidies with the intention of retaining ownership of the land for the long term. The 
nonprofit acquires land and stewards it in perpetual trust for the benefit of interested residents 
and low-income communities. Residents do not buy or own a share of the trust; this works more 
like a rental where residents rent a unit in the cooperative to create affordable housing and 
stabilize historically disinvested neighborhoods. CLTs can not only create and preserve 
affordable ownership opportunities, but they can also be used to preserve land for indigenous 
stewardship, agricultural practices, and other community services (CCOI 2019). 
What distinguishes CLTs from other affordable housing programs is that they are 
primarily viewed as vehicles to increase the production of permanently affordable housing and 
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can be considered as an institutional mechanism for capturing socially produced land value. The 
CLT provides for the private use of land through 99-year ground lease agreements, then selling 
and renting homes to income-qualified residents. The lease is renewable and can be passed on by 
the owner in their will. Should the owner decide to sell the lease, a formula included in the 
agreement is used to determine the price at which the community land trust can buy back the 
property and how to divide any increase in its value between the leaseholder and the trust 
(Greenstein and Sungu-Eryilmaz 2007). Unlike traditional subsidies, which temporarily creates 
affordable payments, the CLT model ensures that the municipally subsidized homes remain 
available for lower-income residents indefinitely through resale restrictions (Greenstein and 
Sungu-Eryilmaz 2007). A community governance structure is democratically managed by 
tripatriate boards, with equal representation from CLT residents, members of the surrounding 
community, and other community stakeholders.  
A PREC is a relatively new California-based co-op corporation that combines features of 
CLTs and other co-op models to hold multiple properties and raise capital by selling 
memberships and gaining investments from the broader community. While both the CLT and 
PREC ensures permanent affordability, PREC attains this through the control from the 
community and residents themselves. To purchase a property, the CLT often takes a role through 
community organizing, financing, acquisition, and providing technical assistance while the 
PREC utilizes crowd-financing and member investing to eliminate the barriers of down 
payments and closing costs. Another key difference is that the members themselves (investors 
and residents) can build intergenerational wealth through limited equity lease-shares, while CLTs 
often operate similar to zero-equity or limited-equity housing cooperatives by supplying the land 
that is then rented at below-market rates (EBPREC, SELC, and PCSHN 2021). 
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Oakland has several organizations who develop, facilitate, and oversee the operation of 
CLTs in Oakland, including the Northern Community Land Trust (NCLT), Bay Area 
Community Land Trust (BACLT), and OakCLT. OakCLT has an impressive portfolio, as they 
have stewarded nearly 50 units across the city, including single-family homes, multi-family 
homes, and community land parcels (OakCLT 2019). These CLTs often work with the East Bay 
Permanent Real Estate Cooperative (EBPREC) to create pathways for historically 
disenfranchised Black, Indigenous, and people of color (BIPOC) communities to organize, 
finance, acquire, and co-steward land and housing while building collective wealth. While 
EBPREC has a smaller portfolio of properties than OakCLT, their growing portfolio 
demonstrates their potential to ensure that people remain rooted in their neighborhoods, build 
community wealth, and keep homes off the speculative market.  
While typical funds used by projects in Oakland include a diverse mix of public and 
private funding resources from community investors, private banks, loans, and local ballot 
measure funds, CLTs and PRECs often work together to assist with the ownership process due to 
the large upfront costs to acquiring and purchasing properties (CCOI 2019). For instance, a CLT 
at 789 61st Street received 600k from Measure KK funds, 600K NCLT loan with Presidio Bank, 
20K NCLT equity, and 200K raised through EBPREC, amounting to a total $1.2 million 
acquisition cost (CCOI 2019).  
A notable feature of CLTs and PRECs is their limited ability to scale. Because the typical 
house changes hands every thirteen years, the growth of a CLT, for instance, is a long and 
expensive process (Fernandes and Orsi 2020, 6). Another reason why CLTs and PRECs take a 
longer time to purchase a property than the conventional homeownership process is because the 
creation and operation of these social housing models require substantial upfront capital and the 
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financial funds to sustain its operations. Although CLTs and PRECs operate to take homes off 
the market, they must often initially purchase these properties at market rate. Staff at CLTs and 
PRECs spend a great deal of time cultivating funding by applying for philanthropic resources 
and finances from limited government resources.  
 Though not an exhaustive list, federal, state, and local policies and funding mechanisms 
to increase the efficiency and scale of CLTs and PREcs are available. Although taking homes off 
the speculative market should be a beneficial goal for everyone, policy support and funding 
should be for those who qualify for the deepest affordability levels (below 80 percent of the Area 
Median Income) and those at most risk of displacement.  
 Funding opportunities to support the creation and ongoing operation of CLTs and 
PRECs at the municipal level are needed, especially since they require substantial startup costs, 
administrative and operational support. The creation of land banks, public banks, and the 
provision of discounted sales, grants, and forgivable and low-interest loans can help finance 
these projects (Interview with Miya Chen 2021; EBPREC 2021). Funding assessments of current 
bond measures, impact fees, transient-occupancy-tax (TOT) funds, and boomerang funds can 
divert funding for the development and support of new and existing CLTs and PRECs. In 
Oakland, many of these funding streams should flow directly into the city’s Preservation For 
Affordable Housing Fund (PAHF) and Affordable Housing Trust Fund (AHTF). Despite these 
opportunities, governments must be aware of inadvertently structuring funding and 
implementation in ways that undermine the effectiveness of the very models they set out to 
support (Davis and Jacobus 2008). Other ways of supporting CLTs and PRECs at the state level 
include allocating tax credits, ensuring investments from mission-driven financial institutions 
(such that it fulfills Community Reinvestment Act obligations), and providing Community 
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Development Block Grants to municipalities. Finally, the development of a federal National 
Housing Trust Fund is critical to expanding the work of these social housing models. These are 
just a number of opportunities for municipalities to consider, and governments should ensure that 
the smooth facilitation of these funding mechanisms are clearly communicated to all agencies 
(such as the County Tax Assessor). Even more, balancing municipal support between nonprofit 
housing developers, CLTs, and PRECs should be done within the framework of equity. 
In addition to these funding pathways, there are policy opportunities to supplement the 
growth and efficiency of CLTs and PRECs. In Oakland, reforming tax lien sales and 
implementing public and vacant land laws can advance the sale and lease of public land to CLTs 
and PRECs through the AHTF and PAHF. 100 percent of the net proceeds and site acquisitions 
from dispositions should be designated to target deepest affordability levels. Another policy 
mechanism to expand the work of PRECs and CLTs is to ensure that land is donated to 
community land trusts. Along with using municipal zoning powers to require large developers to 
donate a portion of land to CLTs and PRECS, cities and counties can establish a registry that lists 
all vacant rental properties (Roseland and Boone 2020). Additionally, the enforcement of the 
Surplus Land Act, which took effect on January 1, 2020, would direct government agencies to 
prioritize the development of surplus land to be used for affordable housing (Byun and Rosen 
2020). More guidance is needed to ensure that all surplus land is dedicated for residential use and 
that developers of social housing models get a seat at the table where market-rate and nonprofit 
affordable housing developers are dominant players. Next, an alternative or supplement to the 
Tenant Opportunity to Purchase Act (described in the following section) is the Community 
Opportunity to Purchase Act, which would allow PRECs and CLTs to make the first offer to 
 
80 
purchase a building with low-income tenants if the property owner decides to sell (Interview 
with Miya Chen 2021).  
At the state level, housing justice easements are a relatively new concept that can help 
permanently stabilize the property’s rents and sale price and promote stewardship of the property 
that benefits the surrounding community (Fernandes and Orsi 2020). These can be donated or 
sold at any time; CLTs and PRECs can use these easements to remove properties from the 
speculative market before properties change hands (Fernandes and Orsi 2020). Finally, at the 
federal level, the establishment of a Social Housing Development Authority to purchase 
distressed real estate and finance its transfer to the social housing sector could effectively stop 
speculators from purchasing these properties and mitigate the number of evictions (Interview 
with Steve King 2021; Interview with Carroll Fife 2021; Baiocchi et al. 2020). 
 
Eliminating real estate speculation 
 Because Moms 4 Housing demonstrated that the housing crisis is a crisis of greed and 
that the real estate market is not a race-neutral space, de-commodifying property by removing 
land from the speculative market is only one part of the solution. Certainly, PRECs and CLTs are 
notable because they recognize that the only way to break the cycle of displacement and rising 
rents, but reducing the incentive for real estate speculators to buy homes for profit is another 
need that Moms 4 Housing addressed. This is important because the aftermath of the 2008 
foreclosure crisis showed that investors capitalized on the opportunity to buy foreclosed homes 
at public auctions to flip the property to resell for a profit, or turn them into rental properties that 
priced people out of the market. These actors often have higher eviction rates, rents, and resident 
complaints (Baiocchi et al. 2020). Additionally, the lifting of COVID-related eviction 
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moratoriums threatens numerous families and residents with homelessness and displacement, 
presenting yet another lucrative window for real estate giants to purchase these properties.    
 Policymakers at local, state, and federal levels have the opportunity to prevent land grabs 
and the creation of artificial housing scarcities resulting from speculation and purchasing homes 
at foreclosure auctions. Avenues to curb and end real estate speculation can be done through the 
implementation of taxes that function to disincentivize and eliminate speculation, as well as 
passing and supporting legislation that prioritizes tenants, CLTs, and PRECs over real estate 
corporations. Because many home-flipping giants such as Blackstone and Wedgewood 
Properties purchase land and housing as an investment strategy, governments can implement 
taxes to disincentive owners holding onto land and waiting for it to appreciate in value. An 
analysis of Wedgewood-owned properties in Oakland shows that these homes have been sitting 
vacant on the market for an average of 12 months (Appendix B Figure 1). Because of this, a 
vacancy tax can address this issue when speculators allow their properties to sit vacant for more 
than three months. A blight tax can fine investor-owners who leave houses that have fallen into 
disrepair for a period of time, increasing the fine to target those who use Wall Street banks or 
their subsidiaries to purchase homes. Because absentee landlords and owners benefit from 
increasing property values and are often not accountable to their tenants and the local 
community, an out-of-state transaction tax would deter out-of-state landlords. To discourage 
investors from buying and rapidly reselling properties, an anti-speculation tax would alleviate the 
artificial rise in demand created by investors. This would greatly remove the challenges potential 
homebuyers or renters face because house-flipping for profit has forced them to compete to pay 
higher prices, which in turn also increases the cost of rent and the rate of evictions (Othering & 
Belonging Institute 2021).   
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 Along with implementing taxes to discourage speculators from gentrifying and displacing 
the community, policymakers can support and implement various legislation to ensure that 
tenants and local community members are able to purchase homes before real estate corporations 
do. First established in Washington D.C., the Tenant Opportunity to Purchase Act is currently 
gaining momentum in Oakland and in cities across the country because it allows tenants and 
nonprofits time and the right of first refusal to buy their homes when buildings go up for sale 
(Interview with Miya Chen 2021; Public Advocates 2021). Additionally, the passage of 
California’s Senate Bill 1079 was signed by Governor Gavin Newsom, which would give 
families, local governments, tenants, owner-occupants, and housing nonprofits a fair chance at 
purchasing homes while reducing the advantage real estate corporations have that had allowed 
them to buy homes in bulk at auctions (Skinner 2020). Recently, a formerly homeless 
grandmother was able to match Wedgewood’s bid to own her home with the help of SB 1079 
(Colorado 2021). The state’s full support and enforcement of the bill would provide residents, 
CLTs, and PRECs the chance to purchase homes and small apartments in foreclosure. 
 
Legal frameworks for the human right to housing and land reparations 
Prior to their arrest, much of Moms 4 Housing’s battle to stay in the Wedgewood-owned 
home was due to the legal battles over the notion of housing as a human right and the court’s role 
in viewing the Moms as trespassers and refusing to recognize their claim to the right of 
possession. Leah Simon-Weisberg, the attorney for the Moms during the occupation of the home, 
stated that “[…] the court system is often the last bastion of ignoring the housing crisis—that the 
system has been complicit in evicting many people is concerning” (IndyBay December 26, 
2019). This is one of the primary reasons why Moms 4 Housing rallied under the banner of 
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housing as a human right and is currently working to ensure that this framework becomes a 
reality that is recognized by the courts.   
Last year, California became the first state to propose a constitutional amendment that 
recognizes the human right to housing. This was first conceptualized by President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt, who proposed the Second Bill of Rights to guarantee “a decent home” as well as the 
right to a “useful and remunerative job,” “adequate medical care,” and “a good education.” 
(Taylor 2020). Despite the fact that this goal never came to fruition, Moms 4 Housing and 
COVID-19’s devastating impact on homeowners and renters across California and the United 
States reintroduces the importance of fulfilling Roosevelt’s promise today. The bill, known as 
Assembly Constitutional Amendment 10 states:  
The fundamental human right to housing is hereby declared to exist in this state. This 
right ensures access to adequate housing for all Californians. This right is exclusively 
enforceable by a public right of action. It is the shared obligation of state and local 
jurisdictions to respect, protect, and fulfill this right through progressively implemented 
measures, consistent with available resources, within an aggressive but reasonable time 
frame (Letona 2020). 
In conjunction with ACCE Action, California Assemblymember Rob Bonta (D-18) and 
the National Law Center of Homelessness & Poverty, the legal and policy framework is 
currently in development and includes elements that require immediate actions, such as ensuring 
that every unhoused person has access to housing during the COVID pandemic (Letona 2020). 
Supplementing this work is the development of the National Tenant Bill of Rights, part of the 
federal Homes Guarantee policy. This would protect tenants’ rights to safe, accessible, 
 
84 
sustainable, affordable housing; to organize tenants unions; to legal counsel in housing court; to 
universal rent control; and to lease renewal protection (Cohen, NoiseCat, and McElwee 2019).  
It would be remiss to consider the importance of Moms 4 Housing’s activism without 
giving heed to history of genocide and displacement of Indigenous people. While there is a 
tension that recognizes that no one truly owns the land, legal ownership is one of the few ways to 
recognize Native sovereignty and protect the land and people from experiencing the violent 
waves of displacement that stems from urban speculation. While land acknowledgements are 
important, policies to repair and restore Indigenous communities and their relationship to the 
land should be considered. For instance, a voluntary land tax would go directly to Native nations 
and Indigenous organizations in the area as a way to return wealth back to these communities so 
they can expand their autonomy and resources. The Shuumi Land Tax is an example of this and 
would support the Sogorea Te’ Land Trust, a women-led Indigenous organization serving the 
Ohlone people in the east Bay Area (Native Governance Center 2021). Their efforts to restore 
Indigenous people to their rightful place and sacred relationship to the land can be done by 
implementing cultural easements and land trusts for the Chochenyo and Muwekma Ohlone. 
These practices of land matriation may share overlaps and similarities with frameworks around 
the human right to housing (Ixierda 2021).  
While the Moms promoted the framework of housing as a human right to counter the 
speculative real estate regime and capitalist housing market, implementation of this policy 
should be careful to ensure that it centers the needs of historically displaced and erased Black 
and Indigenous communities. The right to housing must not be viewed as a “tide that lifts all 
boats,” because the mere inclusion of more bodies in homes was not central to the Moms 
activism. In my interview with Dominique Walker (2021), she supported the right to return for 
 
85 
those who have been displaced from their homes, which demonstrates the significance of 
centering Black and Indigenous communities within the housing as a human rights movement. 
Furthermore, any scaling up of CLTs and PRECs must work hand-in-hand with efforts to repair 
Black and Indigenous communities’ right relationships to the land.  
 
 Moms 4 Housing’s grassroots activism and civil disobedience was a concerted action to 
highlight the atrocities of a system of housing built on the ideologies of White supremacy and 
capitalism, which has, since colonial times in the United States, dispossessed and erased 
Indigenous, Black, and Brown communities. Although resistance to racial capitalism and land 
grabs in Oakland is certainly not a new phenomenon, Moms 4 Housing’s occupation of the 
Wedgewood-owned home was not only a reaction to the urban speculators that threatened the 
displacement of numerous communities across Oakland, but an intentional act that dismantled 
White supremacy’s hold on communities that have been systematically excluded and suppressed 
from realizing their agency and belonging. Through a bold act of love and mothering, Moms 4 
Housing’s activism shattered dominant notions of personhood and property while illuminating 
broad and concrete pathways to ensure that people who have been racialized and propertized 
enjoy the full benefits of being a citizen in Oakland and the United States. The de-
commodification of property, elimination of real estate speculation, implementation of 
frameworks that recognize indigenous land sovereignty, and the establishment of legal pathways 
to recognize housing as a human right and land reparations are real avenues that can help all 
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Figure 3. Home loans originating for the purpose of purchasing a home in the census tract where 





Figure 4. Home loans originating for the purpose of refinancing a home in the census tract where 






Figure 5. Number of piggyback loans originating for the purpose of a purchasing a home in the 




Figure 6. A description of loans originating for the purchase of homes in the census tract where 











Appendix C. Sample Interview Protocol 
1. There are many myths, beliefs, ideas behind what causes gentrification and displacement 
in Oakland. Some focus on the housing shortage as the issue, while your organization 
claims that speculators like Wedgewood Properties are the cause. 
a. Can you explain more about why speculators were the primary target of your 
activism? 
 
2. The collapse of housing values in Oakland brought about by the foreclosure crisis opened 
up a colossal opportunity for entities with the financial resources to play the real estate 
investment game. The Urban Strategies Council in 2012 reveals that investors had 
acquired 42 percent of all properties that went through foreclosure since 2007 in Oakland. 
Of these properties acquired by investors, 93 percent are located in the low-income 
flatland neighborhoods of the city.  
a. What does this dynamic say about the relationship between real estate speculation 
and the role of city governance and planning policies? 
 
3. In mid-December, M4H received an eviction notice on behalf of Catamount Properties 
and then Alameda County Superior Court Judge directed sheriff's officials to arrest the 
moms and protestors. You challenged the eviction notice, arguing that housing is a 
human right. 
a. Why did you challenge the eviction notice? 
b. Why do you think Wedgewood rejected the notion of housing as a human right, 
and thus framed your organization as trespassers? 
c. What does the court’s ruling say about the role of the courts in enforcing evictions 
when there are a high number of unhoused families? What is your ideal role for 
the courts in your fight for housing justice? 
 
4. In an article in Teen Vogue, Sgt Kelly (sheriff spokesperson) said quote, “They had a 
movement and brought up a lot of concerns about housing, and especially in the Bay 
Area, the costs of housing and the fact that people are being displaced and can’t afford to 
live here. We understood that was their mission, but we had a job to do in our role as the 
enforcement branch of the court and the sheriff is mandated to do evictions [when there 
are] valid court orders.” 
a.  Could you tell me why you believe Sheriff Kelly might say this statement; why 
he believes his (eviction) actions were justified? 
i. What is the role of the police? 
 
5. Looking back at these events, can you tell me why you believe squatting was an effective 
strategy for getting your message across? How do you think your activism and squatting 
challenges our beliefs about property and housing? 
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i. Why do you think squatting invokes strong reactions from the 
state/observers? Are there prevailing myths and discourses that are 
deconstructed or dismantled by the act of squatting?  
b. Commission Walker had shared that the primary motivation for the occupation of 
the home was that she wanted to simply provide a home for her children. And this 
I also want to talk about the fact that many of Oakland’s unhoused populations 
identify as Black mothers. Black resistance in Oakland isn’t new, but I wanted to 
talk about the article in New Republic, the author remarks on the particular 
political power framing of black motherhood, stating that "the occupation of 2928 
Magnolia Street was a loving act of good mothering, a seizing of the means of 
caretaking that racial capitalism so regularly denies Black mothers."  
i. Do you agree with this statement? If so, can you elaborate on how 
squatting was an act of good mothering and a form of resistance against 
racial capitalism? 
ii. Was this the particular narrative you wanted to tell when they came up 
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Peñalver, Eduardo Moises and Sonia K. Katyal. Property Outlaws: How Squatters, Pirates, and 




Perry, Keisha-Khan. Black Women Against the Land Grab: The Fight for Racial Justice in 
Brazil. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2013. 
PolicyLink. 2017. When Renters Rise, Cities Thrive. Oakland, CA. 
Pruijt, Hans. 2013. "The Logic of Urban Squatting." International Journal of Urban and 
Regional Research 37 (1): 19-45. doi:10.1111/j.1468-2427.2012.01116.x. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2427.2012.01116.x. 
Public Advocates. "Moms 4 Housing Tenant Opportunity to Purchase Act." . Accessed March 
14, 2021. https://www.publicadvocates.org/moms-4-housing-tenant-opportunity-to-
purchase-act-topa/. 
Purcell, Mark. 2014. "Possible Worlds: Henri Lefebvre and the Right to the City." Null 36 (1): 
141-154. doi:10.1111/juaf.12034. https://doi.org/10.1111/juaf.12034. 
Ramírez, Margaret, M. 2020. "City as Borderland: Gentrification and the Policing of Black and 
Latinx Geographies in Oakland." Environ Plan D 38 (1): 147-166. 
doi:10.1177/0263775819843924. https://doi.org/10.1177/0263775819843924. 
Reed, Adolph. 1988. "The Black Urban Regime: Structural Origins and Constraints." Chap. 1, In 
Comparative Urban and Community Research, 138-189. New Brunswick, New Jersey. 
Rhomberg, Chris. 2004. No there, there: Race, Class, and Political Community in Oakland. 
Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of California Press. 
Rice, Lisa. 2019. "Long before Redlining: Racial Disparities in Homeownership Need 
Intentional Policies." Shelterforce, February 15,. 
Richards, Kathleen. "The Forces Driving Gentrification in Oakland." East Bay Express, 




Robinson, Cedric. Black Marxism: The Making of the Black Radical Tradition. 2nd ed. Chapel 
Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2000. 
Rolnik, Raquel. 2013. "Late Neoliberalism: The Financialization of Homeownership and 
Housing Rights." International Journal of Urban and Regional Research 37 (3): 1058-
1066. doi:10.1111/1468-2427.12062. https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2427.12062. 
Rose, Kalima. 2016. Oakland's Displacement Crisis: As Told by the Numbers. Oakland, CA: 
PolicyLink. 
Rose, Kalima and Margaretta Lin. A Roadmap Toward Equity: Housing Solutions for Oakland, 
California. Oakland, CA: Policy Link, 2015. 
Roseland, Mark and Christopher Boone. "How Community Land Trusts Can Help Heal 
Segregated Cities." . Accessed April 24, 2021. https://nextcity.org/daily/entry/how-
community-land-trusts-can-help-heal-segregated-cities. 
Roy, Ananya. 2017. "Dis/Possessive Collectivism: Property and Personhood at City’s End." 
Geoforum 80: 1-11. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2016.12.012. 
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0016718516302949. 
Roy, Ananya. 2021. “Undoing Property: Feminist Struggle in the Time of Abolition.” Lecture at 
the Harvard University’s Graduate School of Urban Design: International Womxn Week, 
Cambridge, March 9, 2021. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Hg15SWn--Fo. 
Roy, Ananya and Nezar AlSayyad. 2003. "A "New" Way of Life." In Urban Informality: 
Transnational Perspectives from the Middle East, Latin America and South Asia, 7-27. 
Lanham, MD: Lexington Books. 
Schafran, Alex. The Road to Resegregation: Northern California and the Failure of Politics. 1st 
ed. University of California Press, 2018. 
 
111 
Schragger, Richard. 2017. "The Political Economy of City Power." Fordham Urban Law 
Journal 44 (1): 91-131. https://ir.lawnet.fordham.edu/ulj/vol44/iss1/4/. 
Self, Robert. 2003. American Babylon: Race and the Struggle for Postwar Oakland. Princeton: 
Princeton University Press. 
Skinner, Senator Nancy. "Governor Signs SB 1079, Homes for Homeowners, Not Corporations." 
. Accessed March 17, 2021. https://sd09.senate.ca.gov/news/20200928-governor-signs-
sb-1079-homes-homeowners-not-corporations. 
Smith, Neil. 1979. "Toward a Theory of Gentrification A Back to the City Movement by Capital, 
Not People." Journal of the American Planning Association 45 (4): 538-548. 
doi:10.1080/01944367908977002. https://doi.org/10.1080/01944367908977002. 
Smith, Neil. The New Urban Frontier: Gentrification and the revanchist city. 1st ed. London and 
New York: Routledge, 1996. 
Smith, Neil. 2010. Uneven Development: Nature, Capital, and the Production of Space. 
Brooklyn, New York: Verso. 
Soliman, Jennifer. "The Rise and Fall of Seventh Street in Oakland." Found SF., accessed 




Stein, Kevin, Erin McElroy, and Carla Leshne. 2018. Disrupting Displacement Financing in 
Oakland and Beyond. San Francisco, CA. 
 
112 
Stone, Michael. 2006. "Pernicious Problems of Housing Finance." In A Right to Housing: 
Foundation for a New Social Agenda, edited by Rachel G. Bratt, Michael E. Stone and 
Chester Hartman, 82-104. Philadelphia: Temple University Press. 
Summers, Brandi Thompson. 2019. "Introduction; Black Space Matters." In Black in Place, 1-
27: University of North Carolina Press. 
Tarrow, Sidney. 1998. "Framing Contention." In Power in Movement: Social Movements and 
Contentious Politics. 2nd ed., 106-122. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 
Taylor, Keeanga-Yamahtta. 2019. "Introduction." In Race for Profit: How Banks and the Real 
Estate Industry Undermined Black Homeownership, 1-23. Chapel Hill: The University of 
North Carolina Press. 
Taylor, Keeanga Yahmahtta. "Cancel The Rent." The New Yorker (May 12, 2020). 
Taylor, Verta and Nancy Whittier. 1995. "Analytical Approaches to Social Movement Culture: 
The Culture of the Women’s Movement." In Social Movements and Culture, edited by 
Hank Johnston and Bert Klandermans. NED - New edition ed. Vol. 4, 163-187: 
University of Minnesota Press. 
Thaden, Emily. Stable Home Ownership in a Turbulent Economy: Delinquencies and 
Foreclosures Remain Law in Community Land Trusts: Lincoln Institute of Land Policy, 
2011. 
Urban Displacement Project and California Housing Partnership. Rising Housing Costs and Re-
Segregation in Alameda County, 2018. 
Vasudevan, Alexander. 2017. "Reclaiming New York." In The Autonomous City: A History of 
Urban Squatting, 211-234. New York City: Verso. 
 
113 
Zhang, Yue. 2020. "Rightful Squatting: Housing Movements, Citizenship, and the “right to the 
City” in Brazil." Journal of Urban Affairs: 1-18. doi:10.1080/07352166.2020.1749005. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/07352166.2020.1749005. 
Zillow. "Oakland Home Values and Prices." Zillow.com., accessed February 28, 2021, 
https://www.zillow.com/oakland-ca/home-values/. 
Walker, Dominique. Interview by Kendra Ma. Zoom Interview. February 16, 2021. 
Wedgewood. "About Us." . Accessed February 13, 2021. https://www.wedgewood-
inc.com/about/. 
Werth, Alex and Erin McElroy. 2019. "Deracinated Dispossessions: On the Foreclosures of 
"Gentrification" in Oakland, CA." Antipode 51 (3): 878-898. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/anti.12528. 
